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ABOUT 
Infants Church-Memberſhip 


and BarT1sM, Epitomized, 
| In two TREATISES. 


Ni The Firſt, | 

Shewing the certainty of the Salvation of all Dying In- © 
fants, againſt the Doctrine of the: Pedo-Bapriſts, who 
deny Salvation to all Infants that die Unbaptized, either 
direaly, or by the natural Conſequence of their Arga- 
ments. 
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| \ The $ econd, 
Being a plain Confutation of Mr. F. B. his ſecond Book 
-*.. of more than 60 Queries, about Infants Church-Mem- | 
berſhip and Baptiſm, by a proportionable number : of 
Antiqueries. ES 
Pcing an Eſſay towards a more Chriſtian Accommodation between 
the Pzdo-Baptilts, and the Baptizcd Believers. Publiſhed fos thar 
happy cnd. L- | 


By THOMAS GRANTHAM, Author bf 


The Dueriſt Examined: wherein Fifty Queries gathered 
and propounded by the ſaid F. B. are Redargued. 


Mr. Baxtey tells us ( in his Saints Reft, p. 179. 34 Edit.) That in - 
the Primitive Times, none were Baptized without an expreſs Coveran- 
ting, wherein they renounced the World, the Fleſh, and the Devil. 

| and engaged themſelves to Chrijt, and promiſed to obey Him. 
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To Mr. }. B. Collector of the Queries, exc. 


SIR), | bu: 

S\all here requite your Thanks you gave me in your laſt, by 
returning Thanks to you for your endeavottxs for Peace 

_among differins Chriſtians, aqa particularly for the 
Ferms propounatd for an Accommodation ; and 1 find the {ame 
delivered (ately by My. Baxtcr himſelf, for which I return hin 
thanks alſo; For mcithinks there wants but a little more than 
is offered tuwards the obtaining ſo much Union bitween the . 
Baptiſts, and Pado-Bapciſts, as might make them 1 great 
Bleſ[/ing one to another. 

But Sir, now give me leave to blame you { and My. Baxter 
alſo) for miſrepreſenting your Friend«, the Baptized Chur- 
ches : Whiljt you in your Epiſtle, and he in his Books, ao re- 
preſent us to the World,as a People who exclude Infants from 
Goſpei Grace ; deny them to be ca pable of Pardon by da Ba - 
cions Covenant; asf welctt all Infants inthe Kingdom of 
tne Devil, took away all Comtoit from Parents concerning 
their dying Infaiits. Whep yet it rs moſt certain, all theſe 
things are utterly nntrue ; and it is alſo certain, that our Do- 
drine concerning dying Infants, is far more comfortable than 
yeurs, as { am perſuaded will appear io ſuch as read the enſu- 
ing Ireatiſes, | | 

And | am alſo perſuad:d, could there be once a free and 
friendly Debate berween the Baptilts and Pedo Bapgitts, 
about lnfamts intereſt in the Covenant of Grace, and the cer- 
tainty of their Salvation by Chriſt ; witlout incumbring that 
Diſcourſe with Baptiſmn, it were eaſte to compoſe th:ir Difference 
in that Pownt, Which de, it's hoped might be no impoſſible 
thing to. accommodate their difference in the caſe of Baptiſns it 


ſelf. But whiljt theſe two th:7zs are confounden, Diſputes are 
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4) 
perplexed, in ſo mich as that a right unaerſlanding can hardly 
be attained on either ſide. Nor do many Readers underſtand 
what My. B. means, when he would have Infants admitted 
Members of the Viſible Church by the Law of Infants Church- 
Memberſhip unrepealed, any more than they know what is in- 
tended ow Mr. T's. part, by their being taken to be Members 
by a Tranſient Fact ; both paſſages being-too occult for every 
Reaacr, SEE | 
Sir, let me ſay this farthcy,Could but the Reformed Chrifti- 
ans once get over this ftumbling-6!vck of Pedo-Ranti(ſm, and 
reſolve upon the way of Believers Baptiſm, which is ſo perſpi- 
euous in the Scripture, and in the mean time take the met ſo- 
lemn way .( which might be warrantable ) to dedicate their 
Infants to God in the Name of Christ 5 It would. certainly 
prove the bet Expedient to bring down the Papal Confidence : 
for as they know ( ani aclknowledg ) that uſage to Stand upon 
the authority of Tradition, and not upon the Scripture War- 
rant, ſo they glory over the Proteltant for his Inconflancy, im 
denying unwritten Tradition, and yet their very Baptiſm hath 
20 other Foundation : But were the Doftrine of Baptiſm pur- 
ged from this Leven, and reftorcd to its Primitive Purity, it 
world find all the Univerſutes of the Papiſts as much buſineſs to 
defend ther Infant Sprinkling, as ever they were at to de- 
fend their Tranſub5rantiation. | | 
What you write concerning my Queriſt Examined, 7 ſhall 
take little Notice of, eſpecially for that I find it attended with 
overmuch Levity, and at the most is but a kind of Carping at 
Words, rather than a ſolid Anſwer ; and there ſeems to me an 
unwillingneſs in you to underftand what you flirt at, about the 
Me ſſenger's Office, and about Impoſition of Hands, which be- 
ing no Sciipturclcſs Matters ( as your Pedo-Rantiſm is ) ye- 
quires your more ſerious thoughts, whether you underftand, or © 
lire my Sentiments there ornot, I am your Real Friend, . 


HO, GRANTHAM. 
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The Controverſie of Infants Py ch- Memberſhip, and 
Baptiſm Epitomized. , The firſt Treatiſe ſhewing the 
certainty of the Satvation of all Dying Infants. 


SECTION : 


T is cvident by the Writings of many Pzdo-Baptitis, both Pa- 
pitts, Prelatitis, and Presby tcrians, that they do all cither hold 
abſolutcly that no Unbaptizcd Infant can be faved, or at 
leaſt that their Salvation is very doubtful. And among theſe 

Mr. Baxter, and from him Mr. . B. hath not a little amaſed the 
Minds .of Men about this Mattcr. Only they have uſed a more 
ſubtle. way, coupling the Church-Memiberthip of Intants with Bap- 
tiſm, confounding thereby the Readcrs and themiclves too, they 
not being able to ſay which hath the Precedency: for it Intants be 

- Church-Members without, or before they be Baptizcd 3 Jet them ſay 
ſo, and let them prove it well, I ſhall be glad * ſee it done. Bur 
then lect them never ſay, as Mr. F. B. doth, in is Epiſtle, and Mr. 
Baxter in his Books, Tvat Infants are net jo muy as ſeemingly in a ſtate 
of Salvation \ that Parents can have no comfort of their dyins Childrez,, 

Making Baptiſm the ſoveraign Antidote againſt thetr Griefs and Fears, 
when they are removed in Infancy, As will appear more tully in the 

Examination of the Qucrics in the ſecond. Treatiſe. 

Now this new art” of plcading for Intant-Baptiſm by virtue of 
their Charch-Mcmber{hip (and not. trom the Scriptures dircly, 
as others hayc-aſſayed to do, but could never pertorm the Task, and 
therefore have been forced to take ſanctuary with the Papilts it: un- 
written Traditions, and that with ill {ucceis ) I ſay, contidering this 

new Subtilty of Mr. Baxter, I perceived the Contoverlic to riſe very. 
high, and Queſtions tacrcupon' to be greatly multiplied, eſpecially 
| UPON 


(6) 


1pon the Point of Infints Church-Memberſhip. Hercupon T thought 


it necdtu]l to. con 


{1d 


cr this Matter, for I, perceived very good Men 


engaged on both tides, and, as I conceive, much more ſiraining 
in the Point than needed, by which mcans the Reader ſhall ſooner 
fill his Head with amazement than ſatisfaction, in tracing the ſeveral] 
windings of their Diſputations. 

Nor do I think my ſelf wiſer than they, but having the advan- 
tage to tiand and view whillt they cngage, I hope I have thercby 
been led to the contideration of a Mcdium, which it duly confider- 
ed, and improved by better Pens than mine, will (I am much 
perſuaded ) - reconcile the difterence about Infants vifible Church. 
Mcmbcrihip. 4nd yet Ido not at all doubt, that Intant-Baptiſm 
will remain without any ground at all. 


SECT. 
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And this I ſhall demonſtrate, by ſhewing, That all Infants are inz 
viſible ftite of Salvation, and. ſo of the Univerſal Church of God, ani 
cannot be put out of that bleſſed ſtate, till by their voluntary departure 


from God, by choofing finful ways, they de 


(troy themſelves. And' here we 


will make our cntrance by a*paſſage out of. Mr. Baxter him{clt, who 
faith, AY Mankind is brought by Chriftt under a Covenant of Grace, 
which is'not vain nor repealed by God 3 But as their abuſe of the Grace of 


the Covenant may caſt them out, 


For 4s a Covenant of. 11;« 


Mr. BaxttrS yipe Natire was made with all Mankind in innocent Adam, 


more Reatuns, 
MESS Ny » 6, 


renewed 29.1in with all Mankind in Noah. 


Now this. DoErinc being no more than plain truth, 


/5 a Covenant of Grace was made with all Mankind in 


lipſed Adam, Gcn. 3.15. in the promiſed Seed, and 


we ſhall ap- 


ply it to the caſe in hand, by thewing, Firli, That this Covenant of 
Grace, was a viſible © hurco-Covenant, 


M imkind, and takes place in their Infancy. 3. 


2. That it was made with all 


That it was never repeal : 


ed by God. 4. That no Intant did ever abufe the Grace of this Co- 
venant. ' And therefore, no Infant was ever caſt out of| this Covenant. 
Ard then fitthly, They all. ſtand viſible Members, of the Catholick Church 
by virtue of this Covenant, however their Parents do abuſe, or neg- 
le& it; and hence it will follow, nod 
all in a viſible ftate of Salvation. 


ving Infant is Damned, but are 
; > 


I. That 


Sas 


1. That this Covenant of Grace, firſt expreſſed Gen. 3. 15. was 
cithcr a Church-Covenant, or elſe there was no Church-Covenant 
in the World, that we read of, from Adam to Noah, this being in- 
deed all the Covenant that 1s named, during theſe Times, bclides 
that Covenant of Intire Nature made betore the Fall. ied that 
Covenant of Nature being broken by Adam, and in him by all his 
Poſicrity, it being not a Covenant of Grace, could not juſlitic the 
Offenders in the tight of God. There mutt therefore: be ſome ſu- 
pervening Ad of Grace, or Mcrcy from God,clſe Adam ( even whole 
-Mankind who were then | in his Loins ) muli have tivod under Con- 
demmnation tor over, ſeeing no Man conld by any means redeem his Bro- 
ther. nor r give to God a Ranſom for bim, : 

It is the reccived Doctrine of Chriſtians that the Viſible Church 
beean in Adam, and that his Fanuly was the Church, wheretfore 
the whole World being then the Church, and that Church-Cove- 
' nant being made with the whole World, that was to proceed from 
Adam, and this Covenant yet remaining; it follows againſt all con- 
tradiction., that whole Mankind, coniidcred as they come into the 
World in all the ſeveral Ages of it. arc in a vitible {tate of Salvation, 
and ſoot the Catholick Church of God. - 

But whereas many did Apotiatizc from the Grace of God's Cove- 
nant, by corrupting his way, Gen. 6.12, It was neceſſary that they 
ſhould. be ejectcd, and therefore was the Covenant accommodated, ' 
and appropriated to thoſe who had not tinned themiſclves out of it; 
but fill the Innoccyt mult not be cjectcd with the Nocent : for it is 
he only that fnncth, whoſe Name ſhall be bl otted out of - the Book which 
- God bath written, Gen. : 32. 32,33. And therefore neither the Me- 
thod which God took with Noah. in fettling the Covenant of his 
Grace, nor yet that Ordcr which he obſcrved with Abraham, was 
exclutive of any Infant in the World, as to the Grace of God in or- 
der to Eternal Lite, no more than the e{tabliſhment of it by Chritt 
in the Goſpel, in a tar moxe excellent order for dittinguithing the 
Precious from the Vile, is in any wiſe cxcluftive of any dying Infant 
tor of ſuch .s the Kingdom of God. Nor can any Man ſhew cither by 
Scripture or Reaſon, that God will (hit out all the dying Infants of 
wicked Mcn, trom Lite and $ Gabvavion-! by Chriit, no nor 10 much as 
any one of them tor we are ſure that the judgment of God is accord- 
ing to truth, that the Fudge of all du Earth will 7 4g rig bt... That the 

. Cone 
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Condemned ſhall be judged according to the deeds done in the Body z but 
alas, as tor poor Intants, what have they done ? 

.. 2, That this Covenant was made with all Mankind, is thus 
cleared, becauſe it was made with Adam, without the Jeali intima- 
tion of the;exclufion of any part of his Polterity ( as they procced 
from him )' to the end of the World 3 ncither hath God himſelf 
Explained the Covenant of Grace to.be Exclulive of any, but tor the 
cauſe of their own iniquity 3 and this was evident fhrtt in the caſe 
of Cain, who not being faithful in his offering was not accepted. 
Yet God was pleaſed to ſhew him the cauſe, Gen. 4. 7. If thou doſt 
well, ſhalt thou not be accepted ? It ſhould ſeem God never rejc&ed 
him till this time, neither did he now delight to reje& him, but 
graciouſly expoliulates with Can, ' to convince him of his evil, and 
aſſurcs him of acceptation if he did well. It then Cain had an intercſt 
in theGrace of God, who can we ſuppoſe to be ſhut out, till they 
with Cain ſhut themſelves out of it ? 

Evidcnt it is that the Covenant of Grace extended to thoſe 
Rebels in the Old World, becauſe we read the long- ſuffering of God 
waited on them, and he gave them time of . Repentance, and ſent a 
Preacher of Rightcouſncls { even the Righteonſneſs of Faith ) among 
'them, Heb. 11.7. 2 Pet. 2. 5. therefore it is {faid, Chriſt went by his 
Spirit and preached to them, 1 Pct. 3. though none of them bcelicved | 
his Word. Now ſuch Acts on God's part are great Evidences of his 
- Graciouſnels towards Men, and ſthews that he remembers his Cove. 
nant, made in Chritt with them, even for them that rebel againſi 
him, and fo periſh, And then how {hall we think that he ſhould 
not be gracious to poor Intants, who never rebelled againſt him ? 

3. The Covenant of Grace was never repealed by God, for it it bc, 
there is row. no Covenant at all nor can it be repealed to one Man, 
but it muſt be repcaled to all Men. ?Tis true, Men may fortcit the 
| Mercy held forth in that Covenant, but the Covenant cannot be. re- 
pealed, for then there can be no certainty of any Mercy tor Sinners 
Chriſt himſclt may as ſoon be made Null, as this. Covenant. For 
what if ſome Apoliatize, or do not believe, thall this make the 
Grace of God without «ffe&? God forbid. When we continually 
{ce that Covenant of God's Grace diſplayed, making overtures of 
kindneſs to Sinners { cven to the chbict of Sinners) what ſhall we 
fay, if any Infant be without a part in that Covenant ? Is he gn 

| then 
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ſometimes are to. the. Bodies, of Infants, yet. are 


__ the chiet of "EDT > It 1s not then the Sin of Parents that can 


repeal the Covenant of Grace with reſpect to Infants, 
4. No Infants did ever abuſe the Grace of the Covenant made with them 


in Adam, Gen. 3. 15. therefore no Infant was caſt out of it. 


Although i it is molt true, that Original Sia is come upon Infants, 
and Death by Sin3 yet this is as.true, that Original Sin was not 
committed againſt the Covenant of Grace, and tnercfore Infants 
are not guilty of any Sin committed againſt the Covenant of Grace, 
and conſequently are not deprived of the bencht of it. Otherwiſe 
if the Sin of Subſequent Parents thould make void the Grace of the 
ſecond Covenant to their Infauts, as the Sin of Adam made his Po- 
ſterity guilty of rhe breach of\ the frit Covenantiz we may then juſt- 
ly cry out, ''Vho then can be ſaved? And therefore was our Saviour 
the Mediator of the New Teſtament, for the Redemption of the Tranſgreſ- 
ftons that were under the firſt Teſtament, Heb. 9.15. Wherefore {ceeing 
Infants ftand- acquitted trom the Treſpaſics againſt the Firk Teſta- 
ment, and having not finned again({t.the Grace of the Second Te- 
Rament, they cannot come into the Condemnation of Helliſh Tor- 


ments. The Papiſts themſelves, as * Cruel as they 
* Witneſs the 


more mercitul to their Souls than the Presbyterjans : Maſſacre i in Irc= 


Fot they ſay; That Infants ſhell only ſuffer the puniſh-, land, 
ment of Loſi, but not of Torment, ' - Whillt, the other, . 


' tells the World, Infants of a Span long are yelling 1 in the fumes of 


Hell. 
5. That all dying Infants ( or Infants in general). are to be ac- 


counted Members of the vaſt Body ( or Catholick Church) 'of 


which Chritt is the Savigux finally, is evident, becauſe they are all in 
a viſible tate of Salvation *\ And T'thihki no Man will deny the Ca- 
tholick =o to contain the whole number of the ſaved; I have 


. nothing more, to do therefore but to prove all Infants are in a viſible 


Race ot Salvation, which .I ſhallfurther clear, by anſwering what is 
objc&ed againit their 9s by Mr. 7: B. my ba Adverſary, 


who faith, Page v. 


dy +> » SECT. 
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"Tgave yore. thanks before for ſome things befwe granteu, concerning 11- 
Far TM ani I here promiſe more th anks if -J ut T1: ; Dr. Ve the fame 
of a'l Infants, | 


Aiifrrer, | Whinl ipcak 2 the Right w Bich Intants have to Lite 
by Chrilt, 1 mmtend it only of that Right derived to them by the 
firſ! Edition of the Covenam of Grace, Ger. 3.15. whercin they 
arc equ4lly concern” *d; and fo have the ſame Right. Anu-1 hope YOu 
will not ſay that any Infant did forteit this gracions Right by abu- 
ſing the Grace of ; the Covenant. And then Mr. B. tells you the Cos 
venant 3 i n0t <ain, nr repeated by \God,"\n#r they caſt ozt of 12. 

My. Proves arc ſach-2s thele : Infants art either all Saved, (dying 
{uch ) or ſome 'of 'them are Damned, But none of them arc Dams 
ncd, therefore they are all Saved. See more of this anon. 

2. Our Saviour faith, It is not the Will of his Heavenly Father, that | 
one-of* thoſe little ones ſhould periſh; which | 'D certainly as true of In- 
fants, as of any Perſons in the World. 

3. Chtitt dyirg, for all Infants, and they do not tin themfclves 
out of the benctitof his Death. - Shortly thus, God will not Damn 
any (no not one) of theſe little ones Men and Devils cannot | 
Damn them 3 they cannot Danin themſelves. Ergo, Chriſt's dyin 


for them wiſl ſave'them all. See the con ot qhis Treatiſe. 
40,4 nh is 07 BED MI, Ot 


- B. Pao. Þ$ 5 The overthrow 0 FR both theſe "1* ROE IF= 4 hs 
ne the Deluge, 7s A. Jerange Me tim t0' Wo FeSafuation of 
all Infants, &c. | 


Anſt wer, I do not tos that God's deſtroying the Intants of thoſe 
thatiwere callcd þ15 kons: Gen. 6.. as well as the Infants of others. 
-was an Evidciice of God's ſaving any of them : But this I do ſay, 
Th: at 1 it was an Evidence that they were all in one State, or Predi- 
; Ca nciic, 
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cament. And how would you (or any Body elſe ) prove fo much 
as one Infant in all the Old World was faved eternally, , better than 
I thall prove the Salvation of them all ? And ſhall we ſuffer ic to en-' 
ter into -our Hearts, that they were all Dathned:; ? ; When: therefore 
we reade, 2 Pet. 2.5. That God brought the Flod xpon the World of 
the nngodly,. And Fude, ver. 7. *tis ſaid of thefe who ſuffered the 
Vengeance of Etcrnal Fire, That they were g/ven over to Fornication, 
and went after ſtrange. Fleſh z may we not perccive ſome Light which 
may guide us to believe, that God did not plead' in ſuch Wrath 
againti the Intant-ſeed; as he did againtt the Wicked themſelves ? 
And thoughit is true, God fuftercd the Intants to dic with the wic- 
ked Parents, yct that is no Argume.at of God's condemning them to 
Hell Torrents: For did not the ſame God ſuffer his Servant Sampſon. 
to die by the tall of the Theatre, among the wicked Philiſtines * And 
we {ce the Righteous often taken. away by the fame common Cala- - 
mitcs which have betallen Nations and Cities, Let us remember 
how tender-the Lord was of the Intants in Nineveh and it inay con- 
vince us he was tender to; Intants in the 0/74 World: And he that 
made thoſe little ones an Argument to jultite his ſparing Nineveh, 
( againit the murmering off Jonah”) would - certainly make that an Ar- 
oument for us to belicve, That had his Judgments'proceeded againſt 
that City according to the Prophetic of Fonah, yet” he would have 
difttinguithed between the? Tnnocent and the Nocent, in reſpect to 
their future State and Condition 3 tor it was not the Wickednefs of 
the Intants which erred. to He:rven, but of the Adult. -- $5 
- | When we conftider. how hardly Almighty God was drawn to in- 
flict thoſe Judgnicnts' upon Mens:Bodics ( though'grievous Sinners Y 
' in: the Old World; in Sodom, Gen. 18, and frequently where we 
rcade of the Exccntion of his Judgments, 1t may julily ſecm very 
{irange, thar Mcn thould think that God can-be fo eafily provoked 
ra danm Intants' ro Belt Formemnts: tor him (Tay?) to damn poor ! 
Intants in Erornal Fire, who was fo hardlv'drawn to Inflic on thg! 
Nzncuites Children fo: much as a Ferporal 'Judement ! Nay, he is 
unwilling tw defiroy the very: Cattcl tor Man's Sin, Fonah q. which 
are only capable of Temporal Punithiricnt.' ' And can it become vs 
to think that. God will {cnd Millions, or any poor dying Babes to 
Hell? And pray what have they done thus highly to ttir up his 
Waath:apainkithent? Shew the Cauſe if you can, © ©» 
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F. B.f.To the Text, Rom. 5. The Free-gift abounded toward: 
all Men to Juſtitication of Life. You anſwer, This all mujt be re- 
ftrained to all in Chriſt. | FI 

But by your favour, There is none {o out of Chritt as they come 
into the World, but God hath provided Mcrcy tor them in Chrilt, 
Fohn 1.29. fo that here is noreltraint of the Juſtification here ſpo- 
ken of, till Mcn abuſe the Mercy of God by tinning againſt their 
own Souls. Nor can your rcttriction [ which I ſuppoſe would limit 
this Free-gitt to the Elect only ] hold agreement with the {cope of 
the place 3 for ſceing Mankind, or all Men, are Per{ nated as well 

* _ in the *econd, as in the Firit Adam, 
anighe benny tne DIES OS exclude any from 
1'o nel. Grace did much more the Juttification ot Litc | as having 
abound. "That , 2s $12 hath abounded towards then by Chit | 
re-gne4 wnto_ Death, cien 1» than you can cxclude them from the 
IS fr Grace regu thresgh Condemnation. | which abounded to- 

wghtrouſneſs unto Eternil Life 5 A 

by F (us © brift owr Lord, wards all Men | by the Firli Adam , 
For tcll me, How many came under 

Condcmnation by the Sin of Adam? Is there any .( or any Infant) ' 
that can plead Impunity ? Why even ſo, faith the Apolile, the Free- 

gift came upon all Men to Fuſtification of Life, | 

And may we not now ſafely conclude, that had Mankind: never 
been guilty of any other Sin, but that ( 1 ſay, upon a ſuppv»ſition , 
that Adam and his Poſterity, had from the time of the Promiſe, Gen, 
3.15. lived holily, and done no Iniquity ) would you not conclude 
with me, that none ſhould have perithed in Helliſh Torments ?. And 
if you grant this, then we mult eicher find ſome Min, SO con- 
.cern'd in the Covenant of Grace, AS, that if he finned againſt it, his 
Poſterity is condemned with bim Eternally 3 as all Adam's Polterity were 
expoſed to Condemnatiqn for his Sin; Or elſe we mult hold, -that 
no Infant ſhall die eternally for Adam's, nor for any other Perſons 
iniquity. If you name any Man thus concern'd in the Covenant of 
Grace, you can name none ſo apt for the purpoſe as Adam, ſeeing 
we were all in him when that Covenant was made -with him, and 

there is no dvubt but that he finned after the Covenant was made, , 
Gen. 3.15. Yet where do wetind any Sin which he atterward com- 
mitted, imputed to any part of his Polterity? And (ceing we can- 
not prove 2n Unfverſal-Reſyrrection trom I Cor. 15. 21, 22, unleſs 
Mankind be equally concern'd © is the Death of Chuiſt, . 'We mult 
nccelt;rily 
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neceſſarily belicve whole Mankind to be intereiſed in him, and as 
they are intcrefſed in Chritt they are ſaved of the Lords and in him 
they are as clearly intexefſed in God's Mercy, as they were Objects 
of his Wrath by the xii Man : So bcing juſithed from the guilt ot 
Adams Tranſgreftion, who thall lay any. thing to the charge of poor 
Infants, that 'may juitly catt thcm into Hell Fire ?. ſure 'tis but meet 
; Mcn ſhould be able plainly to Convict them. before they thus Con- 
denin them. Yca, yuu that hold the Eternal Damnation of In- 
tanrs, ought you- net £0 bring ſubliantial Proot for ſo dreadful a Do- 
Grine? Andiwhen you have: done your worlt that way, you have 
only deltroyed your own certainty.of Comtort concerning your dy- 
ing Intants3 for 1 am perſuaded you are not fo unwiſe to think 

( whatever you make others believe } that your Intants arc there- 
fore ſaved becauſe of your, pretendgd Church-Menyubcrſhip and Bap- 
tiſm 3 ſecing *tis too evident that tnany attain to that Ettate, and 


yct are unlikely to be faved, 
Sk ct. VN. 


}. B. pag. 13.— To aſſert the Salvation of all that die in Infancy, 
ſeems to imply that G od*s deſtroying the Old World and Sodom. &c. 
were eminent Afits of God's Mercy rather than of Juſtice, &c. help 


me over this Difficulty. 


Anſw . Although it is not unjuſt for God to take Infants out of the 
W orld, yet his Jultice in deſtroying the Old World and Sodom, lay not 
vial the Intants (as I proved in the Section next before ) but in 
Juttice he puniſhed thoſe wicked Parents in putting a period to their 
Poſicrity. Did not God in the days of Noah, detiroy all Beafis and 
Fowls '( almoſi |? yet who fo weak to think he was offended with 
them, was the Lord angry with the Beaſts of the Field ? 

God was Juſt in taking away David's Child, 2 Sam, 12. 14, yct 
who ſo raſh to ſay, That God did this in point of Juſtice againſt 
the Child? Or that God was angry with the Child ? much leſs that 
the Child was damned. David was tar from any. ſuch opinion 3 for 
though that Child was conceived and born in Sin and lniquity, as 
much as weli could be, and doubtlcis had the imputation of Ori- 
© ginal Sin, as much as any, 2 Davia nothing tcarcd that Child's 
dam- 


* 
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tamnation, but rather intimates his contidence- of its Salvation. 
when he laid, 1 ſpall goto it, Forhad' ic gone to Hell Torments, 


he would not TROY comforted hiumfelt with Woughts of going 


1T0h 186:;:7 ; 
I cannot nike your Goekh toaprec with thc Jutice of God, whcre 


you lay, That Infants periſh not parely, for another's Sin, but fob their 
own contratied, For thouzh I can hear Mcn talk big words againſt 


Intants. a8 it they we -relittle bettcr than Devils, yet Þ never ſaw any 


proof thas. any infant had any Sin-of its own; for which you wonld : 


cre make them ipcrith; or at leatt ſorne of them 3 The: Scripture 
faith, Sn 5 the rranſgreſſion of a Law, and tells us alfo, that where 
no Law is there is NO TRANSGRESSION. You mutt 


therefore either ſhew ſome Law to be given to Intants, or elſe you 


cannot make: them guilty, of any Sin of their own. And though: 


I have not ſeen Mr. Baxter's Book to which you' rcter me, yet 1 do: 


not dcny Origiral.Sin, tor I know it is come- upon all. Adam's Po- 
ficrity, and Death paſſeth upon them, tor that all have linned i 
him. Howbcit, 1 do bclicvc that all Infants arc as clearly ttifed 
trom thc wr power ot Sin, in rcſp:& ct Damnation. as 
any Siint whatſoever, which I think I have alſo proved trom Fob 
I. 20, and other places. And {« ſeeing you HOW grant that: none ſpall 
periſh. purely” for another's Sin, it remains for you to {hew what Sin 
(-exccpting Adam's) is come upon any Infant, to-render him tub- 
jc& to Damnation, You talk ot their ContraGting Sin of their own. 
but I am to learn how this can be truly faid of them, that neither 


£&, ' nor conſent to/Sinatall; and lurely fuch Scriprnclck Notions | 


2ro-htter 0b exph ;ded than'embraced. 

Ard though you ſeem-to have fome Charity for boſs and theiy 
Seed, that only come up to the Covenant of Grace, made with Adam and 
Noah ( though they never heard the Goſpel ) whilſt you ſay, you do not 
 rYavth them with Tnfidels, Yet this is but a Nender kindneſs; you do 
rot {.y they ſhall be-faved.” And. you are poſitive in this,” That 'Th- 
fants are not ſaved by the Covenant of” Grace, if they neither be Believers, 

:97- the Seed of ſircp, Page 17» 

How thisDo &rine will tend with do juſtice of a Gracious God, 
{ carinot conccives- whenl conlider that God hath neither given to 
Etantsa Capacity to believe, nor any hberty ro chufe wherher they: 


will bc the Seed of Belfevers,: or Unbelievers. Will you yer fay, the” 


moti High will be more harſh i in the Acts of +Juttice, than the Rules 
W1!l 


= 
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will bear which he hath given to Men, Deitt, 22, 25, 26? 

It is not the part of a wiſe Legiſlator ( ſai:h a learned Mar of the 
Church of England ) to recede from 2s own Lars, much cſs to dcftroy 
them by aCting contrary to then), ' It muſt be a.tault, then, in you 
' thus to-rcpreſent the God of Jukice 3. Is the Covenant of Grace ſer 
upon ſuch a tickle point, as that the greatelt part. of Infants cannot 
pothbly have any benefit. by it ? So you teach who afhrm they can- 
not be ſaved by the 0K of Grace, unleſs they be Believers, or the 
Seed of ſmch., Why call yon a Covenant made on ſuch terms, a Co- 
venant of Grace tO Intants.? Sure itnpoittible Terms 1n, a Covenant 
Are uot very gracious. You would condemn this in Mcn, you would 
not accept ſuch terms of Man, eſpecially when the non-obſcevance 
ot {uch Terms 'took away the beneht of the Covenant 5 yet: thus 
you make many bclieve, that God deals with the grcatcti part oft 
Hhtants. But I thall. return to your former .Inkapgs of Gad's Ju- 
Face againki Intants-({ a5 you would, have it } to wit,' the deliructior 
of the Old World and Sodom. 


SKE TY 


- Thetaking away by Death the Infants'in the Old World and $5- 
dom, is neither an inſtance of Juſtice nor Mercy in the main to In- 
 fagts, any more than the taking away thouſands. of Infants daily 
by death throughout the. World. ' For when ever'they dic, they are 
taken away from the cvil'to come, and fo it is always a Mercy z and 
ſo it was a Mercy to the Infants of the Old World, and the. Inno- 
cents in Sodom.) But:when ever they are-'taken away, we know it 
is tor Sin, eventhatof Adam, and {onictimes their death ic haſtcncd 
for the: Sin of-the Parents ( 3s in the caſe-of David's Ciiild betore 
mentioned. as wcell: as the: Old World, @«c.) and whe their being 
taken away 15 always a Judgment. And the Judgment lieth much 
in this, that Mens Poſterity is hereby cither quite cut off, or preatly 
wiealiawd: > .and thus tive O/d World agd Svdqm WEXc punithed,in that 
they were deprived of all Succdlion, 

Andthough'it be true ( as you urge )' That if theſe Infants in the 
O1d World and Soda bad lived to Ape, many of them might have been 
Damned for wichedneſs.., Yet to ballance that, it -iS'as txtue, that a far 


gteater Multnalein a tew Goncrations,. brth-of: fnfants/and others, 
| which 


(16) avs 5 | 

. which might have proceeded from them, might have been ſaved 3 
ſo that though we have no ground to doubt of the Salvation of the 
dying Infants in the Old World, and Sodom, yet we may (ee a moſt 
juit Judgment of the'Lord executed in both, '- * 

Ot the fame confidegation is your Inſtance bf Countrits and Cities 
Deſtroyed aid Depoptelated by Tyr. mnical Princes, Pag.14. For what it 
the Frexchb Ring ( as you write.) ſhould deſtroy all the Infants of the 
P7zis, with the Adult, it neither follows that. here is not a Judg- 
ment trom God in all this, neither yet that God hath no Mercy tor 
thoſe Intants. But pray conlider, whillt. we all condemn ſuch a 
Tyrant, as thould fo barbarouſly Murther {o many Innocents, we: 
may by no means fay, or think, that a Gracious God, will now, 
when the Tyrant hath innthered them, "take and caſt them into 
Hell-fire 3 for he'is a God that delights in Mercy. But here you cry 
out, Had the World your Light and Knowledg , they ought not to 
be Sorry for the ſpoiling of their Countries, but rejoyce that all their little 
Ones are ſaved, 

But this js a non-ſ{cquiter : For no Man may do Evil thit Good may 
come ; ard let us not murmur againſt God, who when Men have 
done their worti, he knows how to prevent that which 4, ps Dc tar 
worſe than the worli they can do to Infants: And though 1 3% be 
ſatisfied 'rhat my dead Child, or Friend, is gone to Heaven, pt [ 
may lawfully be ſorry turhis Death. 


"SECT. b's | 


TB. Pk 15. And what ſhall we agks ot |Eph<ſc2.3. 3 lem I2. | 
And were. by Nature Children of IPrath. even 4s others. That at 
that time you were without Chriſt, —-— bens Hope. It there be 

no ground to doubt the Salvation of their lotants, 15 there not 
ſome: hope? 0-4 | 


Anh, 1grant that * Adam's Pofterity, with himſelf, were Chile 
drcn of Wrath 3 and take that Wrath in as largea ſenceas you pleaſe, 
it hurts not my Cauſe art all, ſccing it is evident that Chriti abolithed 
that Wrathand Death, and brought Life and Immortality to liphe 
by the Goſpel; which: he preached to whole Adam, Gen. 3.15, and 
then to whole Adam-into his Grace and Favour z 1o thar till they, 
«| Or 


g 


(17) 25 
or any of them become the Serpents ſeed, they fiand in a fate of 
Favour and Grace, which ſhall deliver them from Wrath and Dcath., 
And it is moſt certain no Infant is the Serpent's ſeed, it being out 
- of his power to beget them to be his Off-ſpring, ſeeing they are out - 


' of the reachof his Temptations during Intancy. 
Howbeit, this place Epheſ. 2. is-belt interpreted, of the Adult, 


' or grown Perſons : For thoſe of whom it is ſaid, They were without 
Hope, &c. it is ſaid, they were dead in Treſpaſſes and Sins, and walk- 
ed according to the courſe of this World, according to the Prince of the 


power of the Air, which now worketh in the hearts of the Children of 
Diſobedience; ſuch as had their Converſation in the Iuſts of their Fl.ſh1, 

fulfilling the deſires of the Fleſh and of the Mina, and ( SO ) were by 

Nature the Children of Wrath. But what 1s all this to the innocent 

Babes of the Gentiles, they were not thus the Children of. Wrath), 

No, nor out of the Covenant of Grace as made with Adam, having 

never abuſed the Grace of that Covenant, ſo that here was Hope 

(Cor ground of Hope ) concerning the dying Infants of the Gentiles, 
whether their Parents underltood it or not, but no- hope concerning. 
themſelves, conſidered in their wicked Courſes. 

Neither. could the Hope of theſe Gentiles when they believed 
concerning their Infants, ſtand upon the fame grounds, on which 
their own Hopcs was founded 3 ſeeing, thefe were faved through 
Faith,. and built up an Habitation of God through the Spirit. | Only 
this is very truc, They now underliood the riches of God's Grace to 
Mankind, and that God had pity for them when they were dead 14 
Treſpaſſes and Sins, ard therefore they could :not rationally doubr ' 
ot his good will towards their dying Intants for till his unwil- 
lingncſs to deliroy the actual Sinner, «1s argument enough that he 
will never deltroy the innocent Child etcrnally. | 

What hope there is of all I:tants entering into Heaven ( how- 
cycr it may be hid from the Pagans ) is evident enough trom cur 
Saviours Spcech, Except ye be converted, and become 4s little Children, 
ye ſhall in no wiſe enter into the Kingdom of Heaven, Now ſuppoſe I 
take the Infant of a Few or Pagan tor my pattern, and labour that 
my Convertion may anſwer to ſuch a prctident in pornt of Inno- 
cency, Humility and Simplicity, will not this as well accord with 
the intent of our Saviour's Words, as it I took the Child of a Chri- 


| Gian for my pattern ? 'Certes it would 3 and indeed our Saviour here 


ſpeaks as much tor our comtort concerning all little Childrews capa- 
CG | city 


rs) -. 
city tO entcrinto Heaven, as for any one of them. As-alſo when 
the Apolile exhorts us as touching Malice, to be as © hildren, does 
he not hereby jultitie the whole-in that ſtate of Childhood to- be 
devoid of that evil? And why even. of- our {elves do we not judge 
what is right ? Could any Man fromthe beginning to this Day, bring 
the lealt charge againſt an Intant, much lefs #gainſt one Intant more 
than another ? unleſs God by Miracle ſhews ſome ſpecial Power uPp- 
on them, no difference can be'ſeen 1n them in point of Innocency. 


S«cr _VIIL 


J. B. But have you not forgotten that you told us, yore do not doubt 
but the Promiſes made to the Seed of the Righteous, and the Pro- 
miſes of ſhewing Mercy to the Children of them that love God, &c, 


remain unrevoked ? 


Anſw. I have not forgotten that, but do ſtill. believe that there 
re many more B'cfſings pertaining to the Seed of the Righteous 
( according to the Texts by you alledged ) than to others And 
that they may be the better conſidered, I will fet that down 'in 
Words, which you writ in Figures. Pſal. 102. 28, The Children 
of thy Servants ſhall continue, and their Seed ſhall be eſtabliſhed before 
thee. This had doubtleſs been the Portion of the Sons of God in 
the days.of Noah, had they not tinned with the reſt of Mankind. 
Pſal. 103. 17- But the Mercy of the Lord is from everlaſting to everlaſt< 
ing to them that fear him, and his Righteouſneſs to Childrens Children, 
to them that keep his Covenant, and remember his Commandments 'to do 
them. Prov 20, 7, The, Juſt walkgth in his Integrity, his Children are 
bleſſed after him. 7 
Now what do theſe places prove ? Surely nothing leſs, than that 
no Intants but the Infants of Believers ſhall be ſaved, and if not, 
how do theſe places. ſuit your caſe ? They prove indecd that God 
will bleſs the Pulterity of, his taithtul Servants, it they keep his Co- 
venant, and rcemcn.bcr þ do his Commandracnts and I think 
David well expounds this place in Pſal. 37. 25. 1 have bcen Young, 
and now am Old, yet did 1 nevet ſce the Righteous forſaken, nor the;y 
Seed. begging their Bread. 


And 
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And yet 1prant ( though you prove it not}) that there are many 
--other advantages (even-in Intancy) attends the Seed of the Righ- 
tcous,they being a Sced'of many Prayers,anedevoted to God-from the 
Womb, as far as their pious Parents has authority to do it ( which 
I have more fully ſet down in my Book of Primitive Chriſtianity, 
L. 2. P.5,6. ) whiles God knows others are deſtitute of theſe Bleſ- 
ſings, being Croſſed and Exorcis'd, &c. among the Papifts, and offer- 
cd to Molech among the Fews 3 and the like among the Heathens. 
And yet tor all this I can fee no ground to think that the Righte- 
ous God will puniſh with Hell Torments thoſe dying Infants, for 
the wrong which their Parents have done them. It being to me 
inconceivable, how it can ſiand with his glorious Attributes, either 
of Mercy or Juſtice, both which mult have effect upon thele Infants... 
His Juliice hath cffea upon them 3 that is evident, in their Death, 
Sickneſs, and Diſeaſes ( and the like betalls our Infants ) > now et- 
ther his Mercy mutt have cffe&t upon them in the next World, or 
not at all, ard if not in that World, how then ſhall that ſaying hold 
truc, His tender Mercies are over all bis Works ? _ 


SECT. IX. 


J, B. 'You world not have the bleſſing of Abraham ( 4s it concerns 

' - Eternal Life )- to reach to the Infants of the Gentiles which be- 
lieve not, becauſe Gal. 3.14. it's ſaid to come wpon the Gentiles 
by Faith, | 


Anſiv. 1 told you that the Bleſing, in reſpc& of Eternal Life, was 
not peculiar to Abravam and his Seed, but was made as well to 
Adam and his Sced, and to common to Mavkind, and may well be 
called the Common valvation, - bEing derived trom Chriſt, promiſed 
Gen. 2.15. { beforc Abraham was ) who is therefore the Saviour of 
all Mcn. Inccea Avraham, and to all Bclievers, have ſome things 
in ſpecial, and which are p<culiar to them, as a People engaged in 
the cutics of Keligion, * whiltt the Unbelieverys un- 
der the icntencc of Virath, becauſe he neglects ſo great I 41d 
Y , ES... c9n{iaer ROM, 
Salvation, Heb. 2.2, 3, 4: But all this injures not dy- «= 
ing lntants who ncgle& not this Salvation, and fo for- 
tcit not their right to that common Salvation obtained by Chriſt for 
Mankind.  ;, CA In 
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In Gal. 3. 14. the Apoſile ſpeaks of the Promiſe of the Spirit, 
which as it concerns the Church under the efiabliſhment of the (c- 
cond Covenant, concerns not Infants, it. being underiiood of a 
greater meaſure of Wiſdom, and Power, to walk in the -Paths of 
Righteouſncſs, than was ordinary < under the former Teltament, 
2 Tim. 1,6; Gal; 3. 23,5, 7» Gab. 5. 25, 

Ner can yu ( withany thew of Reaion ) ſay that I make the 
Salvation oft Infants run in a Flcſhly Line, when I derive it only 
from the Frec-grace of God manifcticd in the Lamb ſlain from the 
toundatien of the World, to take away the Sin of the World. Nor do 
{ confider Adam as in a ſtate of Nature, but as under a Covenant of 
Grace, from whem the ſccond Adam mult in time procced as touch 
Ing the Flcſh; and therctore his Deſcent is reckoned trom him, 
Luke 3.23, ttheend, Inthis ſecond Adam. the Repaircr of Man- 
kind, do I plice the Salvation of all Men 3 and ct the Intant Race, 
I ſay, ſccing they never finncd againſt the ſecond Covenant, nor 
can any other fin them out of the Mcrcy of God 3 their title to that 
Grace being not tide to Man's Will, it tollows that they thall not 
be hurt of the ſccond Death: Shew the contrary it you can. 

To what you ſay about God's putting the Salvation of Infants out 
of his own Hand. 1 fay, That though: he pur the Salvation of no 
Creature out of his own Hand, according to my opinion, yet when 
he {tretcheth forth his Hand to. Gain-ſaycrs, as Rom. 10. and gives 
them the Word of Life, and they put it from them, As 13. 46. 
then Men may truly be ſaid to have a Prize in their Hand, and to 
Put it frem them, even the Salvation of their Souls. - And then I 
pray you 'contider, that if thcir putting Salvation from them be 
cqually, or really a putting it from: their Infants ( as that muli be 
your opinion, or cle we differ not ) then I. ſay, according to your 
opinion,” God ſuffers Men to damn poor Infants whom he would 
ſave, ſceing (according to your Doctrine) had their Parents belie- 
ved, their Intants had been in the Covenant of Grace, but now 
* For their Fathers Sin ( for what you ſay of their own Sin contracted 
is but a Fable ) they are left by you in the Kingdom of the De- 
vil, and'that among the Devil and his Angcls tor cver. And here 
it is that T oppoſe yon, as greatly erring from the Truth, and this Error 
w.s that which firſt brought in your Pedo-baptiſm 3 as may be ſeen in the 
Decree made by the Atrican Council, F where Auguliine was preſent 


* 'The words of the Council are theſe, All that affirm young Children recatve Erer- 
nad Liſe, tlberr they be nor by Baptiſm renewed, they are accnrſed, KC, 


and 
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and Prefidenr, Wherefore, remove but-this Error, and the oth 
will preſently vaniſh, 


SECT. -&:; 


The Sum of this ( antroverſy. 


I will finiſh this Difcourſe by ſetting down certain Propoſitions, 
which contain the*whole” Controverſy 3 and which | hope will carry 
fo muchs Light and Evidence in them, as may tend much to 
the ſatisfaction of the Reader. The thing to be clearcd is this, viz. 


That no djing Infuris are Damned, or all dying Infants 
are Saved, Winch will thus be made good. 


1. Becauſe they cannot damn themſelves. 


| And it is moſt ccrtain, God will not Damn any to Hell Tor- 
ments, who do not firfi Damn themitlves in finful Courſes. This 
is evidcnt by his unwillingneſs to deſtroy thoſe that had fo deſtroyed 
them(ſclves, Hoſc 13. 9. O Iſrael, thou haſt deſtrayed thy ſelf, but in 
me is thy help. | It then our God be thus unwilliug to deſtroy thoſe 
that have deſiroyed themiclves, as that he will help and fave them 3 
how ſhould it enter into the Heart of a Chriſtian to imagine, that the 
ſame God will Damn poor Infants, who never deſtroyed themſelves, 
ncither can they do it ? 


2. No Man can damn Infants. 


,This is evident 3 bccauſe if any Man have power to damn Infants, 
every Man hath the ſame, for it cannot be proved the peculiar pow- 
er ( whether good or bad -) of any Man. And if any will ſay, that 
every Man hath power to damn his Children, he ſp:aks preſump- 
tuouſly 3 there is nothing in the Word of God to countenance ſuch a 
Doctrine : for the contrary is plain, Fer. 31.30. Every one ſhall dic 
for his own iniquity. This is meant ( or is moſt true) of Eternal 
Death, becaule we all dic the friſt Death for the Sin of another, 

| | | to 


98 
p 
in 
= 
j.. 


'Oo wit, Adams and though this ſaying be true of the Adult, yet it 
35 the more to our purpofe, becauſe it God be fo gracious to actual 
Sinners as not to damn them for the Sin of another, there is all the 
ground imaginable to belicve that he will be as gracious to Infants. 


Ml The:Devil cannot damn Infants. 


This ts evident, bccauſe Infants are out cf the reach of Santan's 
T<mprations, ſeeing they know not to chuſe the Good, or to re- 
tule it5 they know neither Good nor Evil, they know not their 
right Hand trom their left, Fer. 7. 16. Jonah 4. 11. Whom Satan 
cannot Tcmpt, them he cannot Damn. 


4. God will not damn Infants, 


Ged will not fuffer Men to puniſh any Perſon for that which they 


cannot help. Deut. 22. 25, 26. If 2 Man find a betrothed Damſel 


in the Field, and force.her, and lie with her, then. the Man ouly that lay 
with her ſhall die, but unto the Damſel ſpalt thou do nothing, there is 
in the Damſel no Sin worthy of Death. For as when a Man riſeth up 
againſt his Neighbour and ſlayeth him, even ſo is this matter, The Mer- 
cy which God ſheweth in this caſe, may ſ{uthce to convince us, that 
in the Judgment of the Almighty there is no Sin in Infants 
worthy of Damnation, ſeeing what Sin ſoever is upon them, 


was impothble for them to avoid it: Wherefore he will not dt! 


- poor dying Infants. 


5. Chriſt will not damn poor Infants. 


when Chriſt denounceth the, Damnation of Hell, he dirc 
ſccch to Hypocri'es, and incorrigible Sinners. Mat. 23. 3;. +: 
Generation of WV, ters, how can ye eſcape the Damnation of Hell ? But bi 
hath bettcr things in ſtore tor Intants, for he- faith, of ſuch are 1 
Kinadom of God; which being ſpoken of Infants, or little Childr. n 
indctinitly, ſhews his Gracious Judgment of them all, And he tha! 
came not to Condemn the World, but to Save the World, how thc! 
this be true, if he came to Condemn any Infants ? Seeing there «4 
no Pcarſons in the World, who do leſs deſerve Damnation than }::. 
(nts No; not his own Diſciples, who are theretore ſent to my 
; Di 
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Children, to {ow ow to cnter the Kingdom of Heaven. Mark 
IO,15 Verity ! '-1 4.5 1ou, whoſoever ſhall not receive the Kingdom: 
of God as alitti” 11.7 /-all not enter therein. What Believer can 
think himſelf in = 11 Heaven than an Infant ? Hath he not 
{ome Actual S':. 1: 0 Infant ? Hath Chriſt freed the Believer 
from Original Sin ic hc hath done for all Infants. Rom. 5, 
As in Adam al! 4 ; '» in Chriſt ſhall all be mage alive. * John 
1. 29 Behold the >. »/| God, which taketh away ihe Sin of the 
World, There i in can ſo properly be called the Sin of the 
World, as Origin. :r, ».caute perhaps a third part of the Wonld 
dics, having no ot#cr $11 at all, This is the caſe of Infants, this 
Sin being, taken aw .y > © aritt, how ſhall Chrifi their merciful Jhdg 
PIONOUNCC tC. Hell F 
6. Chriſt die 51+ -/ 7+ nts, therefore they foall not be damned. 
Chriſt dicd f-; 4! Infants, Recauſe be gave hitaſelf” a Ranſom for all, 


1. Tim. 2. 6. +: rajted Death for every Man, Heb. 2. 9. He bought 
them that deny 5:m, 2 Pet. 2, Thcretore certainly he was as graci- 
ous to Infants, as ty thoſe who ecny him. Secing then it cannot 
be-denicd but he bo pught them, he cithcr bought them to ſave them, 
or to cali them to He), Not the latter, no by no means : *The pri- 


' mary cnd of Chrili's dying is Life and Salvation. Infants never 
forfeit this Grace, but are jutt Perſons that nced no Repentance, if 


thcre be any ſuch in the World, 


7. Al! dying Infants are written in the Bock of Life from the Foun. 
aation of the World, therefore no dying Inf are Damned. 


The Omniſcicnt Cod new as well the Date of all Mike Lives, 
as that they ſhould be. born or live at all, and thcrefore did he 
know-who would dic in Intancy, as well as who would live to years 


of Knowledg. Admitting, then their opinion to be true, That 
hold a cert.zin number ordain'd to Life 9 the Foundation.of the World, 


yet we doubt not but to make good this Propoſition, and that by 
the Text, Rev.20,12, as expounded by themſelves, For by the Books, 
out of which the Damne A are judged. is underſtood the Actions of 
Men, even ihe moſt ſecret, waich ſha'l then be laid open. . Now 
theſe. Books cannot concern Infants, they having done neither good 

| nor 
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Nor evil. Here is therefore another Book opened, which ( ſay 
_ they) repreſents the cvcrlaſting Election to Life and Gfory in 
Chriſt.. In this Book muſt all dying Infants cither be found writ- 
ten, or {kt be Judged without Book. The Book of Conſcience 
will not accuſeghem, theretore the Lamb's Book of Life mult needs 
-acquit them ah 


8. All dying Infaiiy, are in the Covenant of Grace ; my 
no dying Infant fhall be Damned. 


When we ſay Infants are in the Covenant of Grace, we mean it, 
as God hath vouchſafed to intereſs them in his Mercy by Chritt. 
Thatas Condemnation came upon them by Adam's Sin, {o Juſtiti- 
cation of Life might abound towards(th:m by the Obcdicnce of 
Chritt, Now. eithcr Infants are thus in Covenant with God, or 
they are not concern in any Covenant at all. For the Covenant 
of pure Nature ( as Mr. Baxter terms it ) made with Adam, con- 
ccrns not Infants, but as the breach of it is imputed to the Lump 
of Mankind. And the Law of Works concerns not Infants. Fort 
to them it cannot be ſaid, The Man that doth theſe things, ſhall live in 
them. And to ſay Intants are in no Covenant with God, is to rank 
them with Devils, and the vilalt of Men. But ſceing Mr. Baxter 
grants the Covenant made with Noah, Gen. 9. to be the Covenant 
ot Grace, and the Scripture tells us, That it ir an everlaſting Covenant, 
and made with Noah and his Sons, and with their Seed after them, ab 
conſcquently with all Intants for it is not Vain, or Repealed, cill 
Men abuſe the Mercy of it to this Mr. Baxter conſents. And in- 
deed, ſhouli it be otherwiſe, God ſhould deal worſe with poor In- 
fants, than with the Beaſts of the Field 3 for he was pleaſed to make 
a Covenant with them (even every living Creature. of them ) 
which alſo was very gracious according to their ſtate and condition: 
and fhall we think that he whoſe render Mercies are over all his 
Works, will cxclude the Infants of the greateli part of Mankind 
from his' Gracious Covenant ? No: He hath ſaid; He will remem- 
ber is Covenant which he hath made with all.Fl:ſþp, Gen. 9. 


9. No Man can prove that any Infant ever was, or everſhall be damned in + 
Hell Torments 3 therefore no dying Infant (ball be damned, 


* There is nothing, to be held as an-Opinion. or Point of Faith, bur 
«pon clcar Proof, or Rational Demontiration. Now though it has 
been 


bes Odd. IS. HT bk. 
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bcen often delivered from the Pulpits, that many Infants axe ya- 
ling in Hell ( yea; Infants of -a Span long): for ſuch and {uch of+ 
fenccs of their Parents;yet this is only ſaid, but po-prodf ta -_ 

take it good. 1 tind Dr. F#lk ſaying;' That Calvin hotdeth  Dr.Fulk, 
all-Infants under the ſentence of eternal Damnation 3 only he 

admits, that ſuch Infants as are Ele,” and Born again by the Spirit of 
God, may be ſaved, But I find yo proot that any Infants are Repro- 
bated-to eternal Dammation 3 neither does the holy Scripture ſay any 
ſuch thing. - And whilſt Diodate expounds Rom.g9.12. modeſtly and 
ſoundly, he- goes back to his. harſh opinion of God's caſting E/ax 
{when or before he was born) out of his Love as a Father, ( in 
what he ſays upon the 13th ver.) asit God's Love were taken away 
from poor Infants. But this is no proof that God hath Reproba- 
ted any dying Infant: for if we admit their.Gloſs, yet God that 
knew what Eſau would be in time, did here foreſhew w y! 
ſhould be cffeted. Efax lived to be a Man, and a very 
God knew all this before 3 Eſax is not td be ranked wit 
tants, therefore the Inftance of Eſau is nothing to the p 
this Inttance failing ( as it evidently doth ) Zou fure Mere is not 
the leaſt ſhew of proof in rhe Scripture, for the Damnation of dy- 
ing Infants and thirefore'no Man ought to”bclieve ſuch a firange 


' and windy DoGctrine,nor trouble the W orld(nor the Church/about it. 


> 


10. To hold Infants to be Danmed, is contrary to all good Reaſon, 


When Paul praycd, To be delivered from unreaſonable Mex, for ;®, 
all Men had not Faith, He ſcems to make Realon a Friend, and no 
Encmy to Faith. Now when we hear that wicked Men ſhall he 
damned, becanſe they received not the I ove of the Truth that they might be 
Javed, here Reaſon preſently conſents to the Judgment of God. 
And when we hear that Mcn will not be pcrſuaded by Moſes, the 
Prophets, or one that ſhould riſe from the Dead 3 how juklly are they... 
punithed by that God whoſe Grace thcy have fo grofsly contemned ? 
Yea, theſe. and many like Infiances, are according to the common 
Rules of Juſtice, Eut now to place poor innocent Babes among theſe 
damncd. oncs, that they ſhould be tormented with'the Devil and his 
Angels, who only was born to cry and die, and fomctimes to. die 
before they ſhould cry, is ſo cruel a Conceit, ſo inconfient wii Ju- 
(tice ( as far as the Reaſon of Man'can conceive what is equal ) that 

D nothing 
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nothing can be more Cruel. It. Iboks as if God took pleaſure to. 

{end poor Creatures to Hell. For theſe poor Infants ( many of them 
according to this.Scriptureleſs. Doctrine ) were but created, on pur- 
poſe to be Damned, and nothing elſe 3 forne never ſeeing ſo much 
as the Light of this World, and yet muft be puniſhed with the Devil 
to Eternity. O ſhametul Doctrine! unfit for the Tongue of a Chri- 
{tian, to tell the World, Infants. (yea, of a Span long ) are yelling 
in Hell! Will you, charge the God of Love, yea, that God who is 
Love, with thefe Cruelties ? Are thele his doings * Why have you 
painted him in your Sermons with ſuch bloody Colours ? Is it to 
force cn your. Pedo-rantiſm? O wretched Cauſe, that cannot ftand 
unleſs. the Mercy of God to the greatelt part of Infants. be impeach- 
cd! We ſay. not that Reaſon is the chict judge in this Queſtion, yet 
when we t with Scriptureleſs. Dodrines, *tis not unlawful. to 
refute theeFby Reaſon. - And: here I again declare, that this Error 
of holding Infants. damned without Baptiſm, was the ground of 


- that innovation of. Pedo-baptiſm. For thus ſaith the 5 Con. de Carth.. 


We will that whoever denies that little.Children by Baptiſm are freed. from 
Perdition, and eternally ſaved, that they be. accurſed. Wherefore take 


away, this talſe ground, by ſhewing the Salvation of all dying In-- 


fants, and:then. IN FAN T-BAPTISM vanithcths 


I. THE FR 
QUERIST EXAMINED: 
The. Second Part. | 


. Morethan Sixty eres, takenout of 
the Works of Mr, R, Baxter, by 
F.B. (the Author of Fifty former 
Queries) are Retuted, 


B-Y 


I» 


A proportionable Number of Antiqueries, 
SHEWING 


The Inſufficiency of the Plea for Intant-Baptiſm 
urged by Mr. B. and Mr. 7. B. from their 


vilible Church-Memberſhip, 


- . - WHICH- | 
_ Being granted (fo far, and in ſuch aſenſe) as Truth or 


Reaſon will Warrant, is againſt, and no way. 
for the Baptizing of Infants, 
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* Abont the file:ce of the Scripture concerning 


Infant-Baptiſm. 


T is ccrtain, That to multiply Queſtions is the ready way to 
darken Counſe}, and to intangle the underſtanding of the weak 
or unwary Reader. Yet thus hath Mr. F. B. -been pleaſed to 
incumber the Doctrine of Baptiſm with more than an hundred 

Dueries z which being ſet down in their exa& Number, would be 
more than five hundred ©weries, By which frivolons way of Wri- 
ring, it were eafie to involve the Chriſtian Profeſſion in endleſs 


Controverligs- os 
Howbeit, / as I have formerly redargued the firft Book of his @e- 
ries, {0 (leſt he ſhould ſuppoſe 'theſt to. be unanſfwerable ) I think 
it may do ſomeſervice to the Truth, to ſhew briefly the vanity of 
his ſecond Book alſo. | 
It would make my work too bulkic to ſet down his ©werjes at 
| barge, yet I ſhall endeayour partly by what I ſhall preſent of his Bue- 
ries, and partly by the purport of my Anti-querzes, to give a true 
underſtanding of the import of all his Demands. And ftir{t we ſhall 
take notice of his Preparatory Queſtions, which he grounds upon 
the filence of the Scriptures in the caſe of Tnfant-Baptiſm, The tirti 


is this. 
J. B. 1. Is not the Scripture more ſparing in ſuch caſes as theſe, 1, In 
ſpeaking of thoſe, to whom it ſpeaks not, as concerning the Heathen, and 


concerning Infants £ &c. LS 
T. G. 1. When Mr. Baxter ( and you from him ) have born the 


World in hand, that you would offer plain Scripture proof for In- 
tant Church-Memberſhip and Baptiſm Is it not a ſtrange way to 
make this good, by telling us the Scripture is more filenvin theſe 


Caſs than in others? Qr is nct one plain proof in any Caſe enough 
| | £*Y £0. 
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'to forbid any to fay., the Scripture 1s more filent in that than 
other Caſes, 'ſeeing, more ſilent, mult import not ſpeaking at all, or 
elle very dark'y. And indecd, Mr. Baxter does clſewhere grant, 
That many Pipilts and Prelatiſts ( who are all for Infant Baptiſm ) 
bave maintained that it is not determined in Scripture, And how then 
ſhall he (being interiour to ſo many) 'bring any plain Scripture for it ? 
2, Is not the Scripture plain engugh, Gen, 3. 15. that the Covenant 
of God?s -Grace and Mercy ' to Sinners, concerns all Mankind ( as : 
they arc fallen in Adam? ) And how then can it be filent concerning 
Intants, in any thing vecdful to their Salvation, ſecing Chiiſt now 
by the Grace of God bath taſted Death for every Man 2 Heb. 2. 9. 

] B. 2. In leſſer points of Faith * 3. In points not then queſtion- 
ed? 4. Does not the New Teſtament ſpeak more ſparingly of that which 
is more fully diſcovcre4 in the Ol#? And is not this the very caſe 
bere £ &c. | 

' T.G. 4. Who that is truly Wiſe would query this? Ts any Per- 
ſons Church-Mcmberthip and Baptiſm to be reckoned *among the 
lefſer points of Faith? Or, 1s it not of very great moment 
(rather ) for us rightly to underltand who ought to be incorporated 
into the Church of Chriſt, which is his Body ? If there was no que- 
ion in the Scripture-Timcs about your Infant Charch-Memberthip 
and Baptiſm, was.it not-þecauſe there was none then thatheld with 
your Opinion in that Caſe? And whether it be not Anti-evangeli- 
\ *al to make the Age of any Perſon the rule of his admiſſion to the 
Chrillian-Church-Memberſhip and*Baptifm, whiles in the Law the 
Eighth Day was a time prefixed ? But is not the time of the New 
Birth ( at what Agc ſoever ) the timeof Incorporating Perſons in- 
to the Chritian Church ? Sceing it is expreſly ſaid, . If 2ny-Man be 
#1 Chriſt, he is a new Creature, 2 Cor. 5.16,17. And whether Pedo- 
Baptiſts mult not grant this, ſeeing they arc forced to fay ot the*In- 
tants which they ſprinkle, This Child is Regeverate, and Born again 
though they can never prove this? 

J. B. 2. Wil the difficulty of a Pont, that is not ſo clear as we wonld 
have it, prave that it is not a truth? The Apoſtle Peter tells us, many 
things in Paul s Epiſtles are hu.rd to be underſtood, are they Tot Truths 
Fur all this ? &c. | | . 
« T. G. Whether it be not idle in you to compare Church-Member- 
ſhip and Baptiſm, with the hard things in Pas Epiſtles, ſeeing 
what is ncedful to mecr Church-Memberſhip and - Baptiſm __ cafic 

- | things, 


2 
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Church of England againlt your Way, viz. That there is 
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things, .even that which every Babe in Chriſt ſhould know, and 
which three thouſand learned in one Day, by one Sermpn, Adts 2, 
40, 41. Then they which gladly: received his Word, were Baptized, and 
the SAME DAY was added unto them about three thouſand Souls. 
And whether the whole carriage of this. place do not fhew your 
Vanity, in putting your Church-Mer.berthip betore Baptiſm, fith 
here ( as well as elſe-where ) this Church-Mcmniberthip evidently 

tollows Baptiſm ? | 

And whether you do not hcre alſo plainly enough tell us, that 
your caſc is very dithcult, and hard to be undcriiood ? and indeed 
you may rightly place it among things unintelligible. For as one of 
your Way going to a Diſputc, (*tis ſaid ) to hcar Infant baptiſm 
proved by. Scripture, told his Companion, He was going to hear 2 
Miracle. . 

J. B. 3. If never ſo clear Evidence be produced, will aot Trath ſtill 
be dark to them that are uncapable of diſcerning it * And is not this the 
caſs of many. Godly, that are but Children in knowledg ? 

T. G. Whether this be not an excellent way to query Men out of 
their Wits? And if that which hath never ſo c'ear Evidence, may. 
{11]] be dark tq the Godly, &c.. How can you blame Men for not 
ſecing that for. which you can bring no clear Evidence ? ' But for all 
this, whether. every weak (it a Godly ) Man, may not as eaſily 
undcrſtand the Mind of God about Church-Memberſhip and Bap- 
tim, as to know that Jcſus is his Saviour ( unleſs your 100, or ra--. 
ther 500 Querics-have blinded his Eyes ) ? And what one Point. . 
hath becn pelicxed with ſuch a, cloud:'of Queſtions, as you have 
invented about this? And whether you and Mr. Baxter 'cannot' in= 
vent as many. more, and ſo make good the Proverb, Plara poteſf in- 


terr-gare aſinus, quam reſpondere Ariltoteles. 
]. B. '4. When the caſe is ſo difficult that we cannot attain to clearneſF 


' and certainty, muſt not we-'follow the moſt probable way £ &c. 


' T. G. Whether you are not upon 2. dangerous Point, to ſuggeſt 
that the caſe of Church: Mcn;ber{hip arid Baptifm, is to be judged 
of by Probabilities and not Certaintics? And if you will needs have 
our way of Baptiſm to be more difficult than yours, who can know 


it ? Secing there is thus much ſaid by a learned Man of the 
Dr. Bailow;. 


neither Precept nor Preſident for Tufant-Baptiſm in Serip= | 
tare—- That there ;s nothing in Dr. Hammond, or-My; Baxter's Diſe 
; | courſes ; 
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courſes about Tnfant-Baptiſm, that looks libe an Argument. And whe- 
ther it will notbe hard for any Body to ſay more tor Pedo-baptiſm, 
and againſt our way of Baptizing Bclicvers, than they have done ? 
Apd yct whetherit be not (afe for 8 to ſee you'dffer more than' your 
Probabilities, bcfore we part, with our Baptizing Belicvers, for your 
ſpriokling of Infants ? 

T. B. 5. And is it not a ſpirit of R afbneſk, and Headineſs, that runs 
Men preſently upon NEW wntried Il ays, upon every doubting about the 
Old 2 Kc. | 

'T.G. Whether the way of Baptizing Pei ſns'upon parſchat pro-. 
falion of Faith by Immeriion, be not the old way of Baptizing, 
and granted to be ſo by the Lcarncd of your own Church? for ex- 
ample, Ludovicus Vives, Grotins, and Diodate. And then, whether 
you arc not the raſh and heady, w ho run ſo cagerly after the new mode 
of Infant-ſprinkling?, And are not, thouſands involved in your 
new Way, before they do or can try it ? And on the contrary, whe- 
ther any can rationally be ſuppoſed to cloſe with our Way, before 
they have tricd o Sccing we put all Men upon it, and have no 
Honours, Profits « Pleaſures in. this World (as you have) to 
engage them to our _ ay, tis the evidence: of our Cauſe that doth 
Its i * 
jy 6 T the. oz ertþraw of Man 5 former weak, Ends, the vere 
throw of the Trath which he held? CC. i 

T, G. Is not the overthrow of your former worſe Grounds for Tn- 
Fr priſe the overthrow bf the*Cauſe it felt; till: you or ſome 
bod y gf: brigg ; Grounds of {iffictent Rrength to ſupport; it? 

. B. - & 5 not one ſaziid. Arginine cough to prove-any thing true £ 
4 +, f aff the Texts that are Lrought, were putt by, ind one; 4s nat that 
_ enough ? 

T. G, Have not we 1efiied you to produce, but one ſound Argu- 
mcnt, and one clear Text to prove Infant-Baptiſm true, with pro. 
mile that ſhall. ſaflice?? Byt ih 'ftcad of .this, have you - pot ſent us 
hundreds of fallc Groungs,” and. many Texts abuſed in theſe.and. 
your former Queries ? _ 

]. B. S. Are not evident Con! We Entences, draw by Reaſen foin Scripture, 

a5 true Proof, as the very expreſs word of the Text ?— - Will you allow 
f. Jrcl an Argument For, Jnfant oh, as C "ed _— "6ſt the aac 
reczion © Mat. 22« 31, 32; a | 
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T. G. Should not the Practice of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, outvy 
fuch Conſequences ( inferr'd by the molt Learned ) when the faid 
Conſcquences tight againlt plain Scripture: Prefidents? as Ads 2.35. 
10-41, AftsS. 12. Gal. 3.26, 27, But who could ever prove that all 
Church-Members ( as She contains all the faved, whether Fews or 
Heathens ) muti be Bapyized * Might it not more ſtrongly be plead- 
cd, that all Church-MeyScrs multi be admitted by Faith, trom«Gal, 
3.26. We are all the Sys of God by Faith in Chriit Fells * Heb.11.6. 
He that cometh to God, \nuit FIRST belicve that God 42 And how 
ſhall all Infants believe on him of whom they have not heard, Rom. 
10? And who taught you, to make Baptiſm more neceſſary to 
Church-Memberſhip than Faith? But why ſhould your Conſequences 
be made of equal Authority with Chrili's? For he could nct be de- 
ceived, but you may? And why may not our Conſequences be as 


* valuable as yours ? ſpecially f{ccing ours agrees with Chritt's own 


Practice, Fohn 4. 1. as we know yours do not ? 

]. B. 9. Should not the former and preſent *Cuſtoms of the holieſ? 
Saints and Churches be of great weight to humble and moderate Chriſti. 
ans, in Caſes controverted and beyond their reach ? 

7. G. Should not the undeniable Cuſtom of the' firſt Churches, 
immediately governed by Chritt and his Apotiles, be of more weight 


with humble and moderate Chriſtians, than the Cuſtom of any 


*% 


ſince their times ? And whether your Conſcience do not tell you we 
follow the Cultom of the tirſt Churches ? Alſo whether there hath 
not very holy Men in many Ages tince Chriſt oppoſed Infant-Bap- 
tiſm,as well as in theſe latter Times ? Nay,is not the firſt clear men- 


tion of it gathered from them that oppoſed it ? Such were Tertullian, 


and Gregory Nazianzen, acknowledged by Mr. Baxter, to be for the 
dclay of Baptiſm to Children, till they could underiiand it. And 
though it isalledged that Nazianzen was not' againlt it in danger of 
Death, yet whether this be not rather againli than for Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, ſceing they might as fately die without it, as live without it ? 
For did it in his judgment more pleaſe God, that Intants ſhould 
live unbaptized? How thcn can their dying ſo be diſplealing to 
him? Were not the Children among the Jews as much accepted who 
lived ſeven days Uncircumciſed, and died betore the eighth day, as 
it they had lived till the cighth day and then have bcen Circumci- 


ſed? And may we not hence conclude, that ſeeing God hath not 


made the Age of any Paſon a Rule in the caſe of Eaptiſm, as he. 
| E | did.: 


014) + 
did in the caſe of CircorcelFdn, but hath made Irproperito He time 
"of the New Birth, at what time foevcr it thall happen 5 that\Nazz- 
anzzn his ſappoſed allowan ceof Infant-B:prrfin-m danger ot Death 
'w 2's groutte 7435/2 But why do you \arroÞt: te the- gre: #opÞ Flslinels to 
Vit Par: Cotffclh agroc with you in the fe of InfahrBaprifin ? 
Wy blot #894 PO Wy Bolt Church t 2 1 Hough I' with vou' tore 
kl, hs vou arc,” and honour what Chrifttian Vertucs I fcc in any 
Ot your Party, yet Jet me faithfully, rell you, that your Churches 
by moans of qu i” _ bapri | Bd 5 yon become * the unholic 1t-< 2.cNC- 
rally ) of all the Chriitian Chirches in the World, And how can 
it be « evi ife df of het by this means you take in ( not bhily cthofe 
id work'Rightcouſneſs., im every Nation, but ) the 
whole Nations themfelves, the- greateſt part whercot, Go: d knows, 
are vary tar trom Holin cls, | 
]..©., TO, Tr this Controverſie in it ſelf earfdered, of fo great moment. 
as ſome would make it 9 — 'IWhy then was it not 'in the Creed * Doth 
not the Apoſtle ſpeak of Buptifmn as 4 ave part of his Work 31 tompa- 
riſ.m of Proxebin g, &c? 1 Cor. 1.74 8&c. Mark 16. 16: He that 
belicve;b not (C not he Har is not We, a) ſhall be damned. G&c. 


"Y 


. 7. G6. Whether you Pedo-baptitts do not make this Controver! 


of greater mon:ent than any others, whilit the greatclt number oC 
you (to Ve he Papitts and many Prelatiſts ) do teach that none 


| (no tt Infants ) can be'faved : withoxt 'Baptiſn or 
Pith, Dp Gn1- hive of B:ptiſm ? And whether you: ſay -any leſs, 
ning, . Oruery 17. W hcn you tell us, Infants are not ſo much as 
| ſeemingly in a ſtiteof Saivatinn, without your Church- 
Mecmberſtit and [ Baprifth'? *--And'do you not —_ make *t OTE Fun 
ancnfal ard abſbhutth recfſary than the-Bapriftsy to ?. who only 
{3y; not. the wine, bait Hefeonifmpe of Baptifin damneth? And 
what though Baptiſm be not mentioned in the Creed, which you call 
the — pod "Crug (t though you never be able-to make that { laying 
£00d, recording #5 the excxCineſs of” fpeech ) yet feeing Baptiſm is men- 
tioned in that Friopngy of Chrilttan Doctrine, Heb.6, 1, 2. which 
Nay IEOTCECIA in'y be called the Apoliles Cried than that by you'ſo 
na: doth it not thence follow that Ba priſm 1s neceflary to the 
in nin of a wy brittian'Nian,? Or willy YOu ſay that any Man can 
DC admired Poto ihe Chritiien Profcilion, to partake of the Lord's 
Tablc without [Baptiſm ? And what nced'was there to lay, Mark 
r6, 16, He that 3s not Baptized ſhall be damned © When its to be 
| : ſuppoſed 


« 
{ 
ey 


(3997; 
Kiprofed he that belicveth not,. will ' not defire to be By pized ? 
Luke 7. 0p indeed ough it he to'be Baptized: becauſe he 
belicvcth not, Ars 8. And, if al! Chrili's Commands: Orca 
and tinall are to be obeved"( as you wor it®) "then a ror this 
Afro 2.38 REPENT AND B E BAPTTTED RERT ONE 
OF..TOUV. ard thovoh it-be true that Paz Wan | Sp that 
rightly ) Prezchin» tobe E - Engage work than Banitzine © Yet when 
&&@h6 hindu 3oy for being Saptized with the Baptiſm-of "Toro 
turco as'yon dd 2 Or w hore:di he ſhew any-7ca] at all tor Pedo- 
baptifi-as yon do? And are yon not then” deluded to ſpend fo 

much time; in defending, your own Tradition ?, And with whar 
credit can you bare others ( whom you contiam ) for {pending 
time to breax the Srharcs which vou have laid.in ths wavy of Sinners, 
to caule ther! to contiruc 18 } rrox, . 

]. Bo: 14: Though med anjer of H fant- Bape Pe eb: Mþ-4r tively of Ic it, 


moment 5 yet whether the grounds on which * an Ar.and which are r:ſcaally 
denied with it, be not of g great moment ? 
* T.G. Whether this be not like a Contradifion ? For ſecing evcry 


CE receives, from the grounds oft which it ſtands, its very 
bcinz, and valuez How can the Ordinance-be* of ſmall moment; 
when the orounds on which- it ſtands 4re of £reat moment ? And 
how can Intant-Baptiſm ſtand'upon grorihds of 1 HARE nzornent, wierr 
it is not gromnded upon Scripture, nor det:rmined by Scriptere, as is 
conkeltea by many Pedo-baptiſts, both Papiſts anc | Prelatiſts ? | 


Divis1ioN, I.. 
Concerning the Commiſſion, Matth. 28. 19. 


Having done with nos Preparatory Querics, I come now to. try 
your Min Orufion, and the Queries which attend wpon it. Your 
Query is thus 10; atcd'by you : | 

J. B Wh:thce ſore Tf ar ts 0:1ght not to-be Baptized ? 

T. 6. Do we not alw aycs tcl: you of Intants in general, that” they 
ono9t not to; be Baptized ? &o that you bad bcttcr ask thus, IFhether 
forte Eifeints 0nz5t to be Bipiizcd ? For Omg you be put to ſthew, 
That ſom: Infants ought to 8 Ba zpti2ec 4, and that other ſome oznaht - not, 
{ as Mr. Cram was plealcd to Fab _ 't out at Abergavenny ) It wud 

G | 8: | : Prove 


(36) 


prove too hard a Task, and ncver be done by plain Scripture proof. 


' But I ſuppoſe I underitand your Queſtion, I ſhall theretore follow 


'OU-. d 

]J. B. 1. Ought not all Chriſt's Diſciples ordinarily to be Baptized ? 
(Matth.28 19. otiloucxre) May not the word Diſciple be taken in 
a larger ſence Relatively — for one that belongs jo Chriſt, as well as in 
a narrower ſence for thoſe who are afually Learners, 


7. G. Herc you {cem to grant, That ſome of Chriſt's Diſciples ought 
not to be Baptized ( i. e. their .cale being more than ordinary ) and 


then I would know why Intants may not be excuſed, fith it muſt 
be an extraordin-ry thing, if any Intant be-Chriſt's Diſciple ? For 
if Infants be Diſciples, they are either made ſo by God, or Man ; that 
God docs make fome, or all, or any Infants at all, Chriſt's Diſciples, 
no Man can demonlirate. And 1 demand whether ever Mr. Baxter, 
or your {clf, did make an Intant Chritt's Diſciple according to thc 
import of the Verb uotlovonrt? And it your Conſciences ſhall tell 
you that you never did, or could make'an Intant Chritt's Diſciple, 
how can you ſuifer your ſelves to be deluded with this fancy of a 
Relative Niſciplſhip? 4. e. tor one that belongs to Chriſt 3 For why 
may not all Intants belong to Chriſt, as well as thoſe which you 
ſprinkle? And then why do you not call all Infants Diſciples ? Is 
not Chriſt the Maſter and King of all Infants, whether Men will 
vouchſate to devote them to him or no ? How dreadtully do you 
leſſen his Authority, 'or Soveraignty ? — | 

]. B. Doth not the Holy Ghoſt call them Diſciples ? Acts 15. 10. 1s 
it not evident that thoſe on whoſe Neckg the falſe Teachers would have put 
the Toke were Diſciples * If you ſay not all but ſome of them, —— then 
will it not follow that it is but ſome only whoſe Circumciſion the *S 'ynod 
d th conclztde againjt £ 


7. G. Dccsnot the Holy Ghoſt (ſufficiently expound As 15. 10. 


not tointend Intants ? Whilſt in Verſe 19. he notes them to be ſacch 


as from among the Gentiles were turned to God, and are not all that arc 
called: Diſciples, Ver. 10. called brethren, Ver. 23. and as ſuch are 
written unto by the Aſſembly * And was not their Epilile read to all 
th: mu'titude of the Diſciples ? Ver. 30. and did not all the Diſciples 
rejayce for the Conſolation 7 Ver. 31, And is it not ridiculous to ſay 
the Holy Ghoſt intends Intants?. Ver. 10. and yet excludes them in 
the Appellation | Diſciples | in all the other placcs? And is it not 
grotly tallacious, to fay, That becauſe the falſe Apoſtles would have 

iS Put 


F 


(37) 
-put the yoke of Circumciſion upon the Necks of the Diſciples, chat 
therefore all were Diſciples, whom they would have Circumcis'd ? 
Is there any more truth in it than in this ? Aſtin would have Infants 
brought to the Lord's Table, therefore all were Infants whom Auſtin 
would have brought to the Lord's Table? Or is it not clear from 
Ver. 1. that the Diſcourſe, As 15. does only concern the Bre- 
thren ? Except ye be Circumciſed—— ye cannot be ſaved 3 this they are 
faid to teach the Brethren, and thereby to ſubvert their Souls, And 
can you think the falſe Apoſtles could ſubvert the Souls of Infants ? 
And is it not a fad thing that you ſhould thus grope for the Wall 
, at Noon? and deccive your ſelves and others with meer Fallacies 
and Ridiculoſities. And why was not the Decree,. As 15. a ſuffi- 
clent repeal of Circumcifion, in reſpc& of Infants, feeing the Diſ- 
ciples themſelves were diſcharged, or freed from that Yoke ? and 
then whether your Abſurdity concern any Body ſo much as your 
ſelt ? | | 
J. B. 2. IF no Infants are Diſciples, what is the cauſe ? Is it be- 
cauſe they are not capable? Or is it becauſe God will ngt ſhew ſuch 2 
Mercy © Can you find a third cauſe * —- If Infants are capable of be- 
ing Servants of God, how can they be thought incapable of being Diſci- 
ples, Lev.25.41, 42, &c. ; 

- T. G. Is not Inſliruction the cauſe of Diſcipleſhip, as truly as 
Teaching is the cauſe of Learning? And what inftruQtion or teach- 
ing hath God appointed for Infants? and it none (as I am ſure 
you can a{tign none) then what cauſe have they to learn? And 
if no cauſe to learn, then what cauſe can they have to be Diſciples? 
And therefore what cauſe have you (a Eearned Man ) to query fo 
unlearnedly? And ſhould I follow you in your Fancies, I might 
alſo demand, what is the caufe that Infants are not Repentfant 
( ſceing they are Sinners ) is it becauſe God will not ſhew them 
ſuch a Mercy ? To-grant them repentance unto Life, what is the cauſe 
they have not Faith ? Is it becauſe God will not ſhew them ſuch a 
' * Mercy, as to purifle their Hearts by Faith * What is the cauſe they 
are not brought to the Lord's Table? IS it becauſe God will, not 
ſhew them fuch a Mercy, as to partake of the Body and Blood of 
their Redeemer ? Eſpecially ſeeing it.is laid, Except ye eat the Fleſh 
of the Son of God , and drink his Blood, you have no Life in you. 
What? Will God deny Life. through Chritt to Infants? Now if 


Infants want no Mercy from God though they be denied all theſe 
- _ Mexcics, 


(38) 

Mercies, what reaſon is there for you to ay ſo-loud apainit God 
| becauſe they arenot Diſciples'? And 'w hat though Infants thould be 
called God's Servants, -does it follow! they mutt needs be -Ghrift's 
Diſciples, according to Marrhi 28. 19 2' Why then! th: Sem, Moon. 
and Stars, are Chriſt's TT £80. {bs thoy arc call- God's Hers 
varits P/al. r19.50,9 vb your F yes trom the nit they have 
artricted hy POring 46 My. Baxters Fables, and know, that God 
will thew- all rhe Mercy to Tntints which they have ec ot ('as is 
Thew'd botore!) though he give then motail iþ the Mcrcics which he 
bives to forne, ahd particularly this nictey of Diſciplethip, which 
they have no need of during Intancy, ith they cannot diſcern bet weep 
the right Hand and the left, 

Pur you query ſtill, Whether the Infants of the Gentiles were IC 
Gon 5 Servants, as the Infants of the Jews were ® Ard do you not 
here fairly grant that- all Infants are- God's Scrvants, though not 
SO as the-Fews Infants were ? But you will not fay that all Infants 
are Chritt's Diſciples: And then have you not conf:itcd your own 
Fancy, fecing it's plain from your own words that the Title of Ser- 
pants does: not neceffarily infer the Fitle of Diſciples ?* Ard why 
may not God {et more by hy Eervant { and fo by one Infant ) than 
by another, and yet love them all ſufficiently ? and may not this 
fatisfie your demand why God ſhould {hould grant a Year of Jubi- 
tee to the Jews and their Infants, when + he granted not that Mercy 
to others ? Elſe what will become of all Chriſtians and their Infants > 
for pray; Sir, when had they ſuch a+ Jubilee, . as the Jews were'al- 
lowed once in Fifty Years ?- And yet I Kope wethave no! cauſe? to 
murmur againſt God,” as if he were not Mercitul enough both to us 

and to our Tnfants. 

]. B. 3. Are not Infants capable of being Subjetts of Chriffs King= 
dom ? and is not Chriſt's Church his Kingdom, and his School 2.—— Ave . 

nt all Subjefis of Chrift in his Viſible Kingdom $ or Church '} Chrilti- 
gifs * And are not Diſciples and Chriſtians all one * LL Acts 11,26 '&c. 

T. G. What if wegrant that Infants arc Subjects of Chriſt's Vi. 
ble Kingdom, in refpc&t of his Purchaſe, common Protection, the 
Dc lign3t! ton of themto His Service ( on tlie part © | true Chriſtians 
and in rc{pedt of the Blefling ot Heaven it "Rel ? Yit how doth 
: gd Fw hereupon "that they are capable of all the Privil:xdges: of 
his Viſible Kingdom > Much "lef& bf the Diities of” his Subjetts ? 

&td do you nrot®: your'own ſelves exclide them dufing Infancy, trom' 

all 


(39 
all Priviled|es and 'Datics-of Religion -( as much as we dg) except 
your ſuppoſed Baptiſm ? And where do you find that any infants 
are called Chriſtians ? Certes, the Text, Ads 11,26. fays' no ſuch 


' thing: I ſee no ground to call any Intant by the name of its Parents 


Religion, for then the Child of a Papiſt mutt he called a Papiſt, the 
Irtant-ot a Preebyterian, mult be a Presbyterian the Infant of a 
Draker, a Pnaker, &c. But is not. that ſaying of Tertullian more 
ra'1onal, Ire are not born. ( {aith he ) birt made Chriſtians ? 

J B. 4. Whether were *net . ſome Iifants once to be admitted Members 
of the Viſible Church, by, the merciful Gift and Appointment of God nat 
yet Repealed. ef 

T. G. Whether Infants once adniftion to particular Ordinances 
in the Church, be part.of the Moral or Cercmonial Law? How 
could it be a part of the Moral Law, ſecing it had no being in the 
World till Abraham's time ? Was not the Moral Law obſeryed by: 
the Faithful in all Ages? When yet there was no ſuch admiſſion of 
Intants to Ordinances in-the- Church ? Secing then this Admiffion 
mutt be .a part of the Cercmonial Law, was it not tor the time be» 
ing the mercitul Gitt of God, aftid was not the whole Ceremonial 
Law the fame ? And yet whethcr the taRing away of the whole Cerc- 
monial Law was not a Mercy, and con{cquently that Admition of 
Infants by that Law, done away in Mercy allo :- And iccing Infants. 
could then but bclong, to the Kingdom of Heaven, with that painful 
admiſſion by Circamcition, 1s. it not a ggeater Mercy. tor them to be 
declared by Chrilt to be the Children of God, and to belong to the 
Kingdom of Heaven without it ? Matth. 18. 10, And ts rot this 
ſpoken- of Tittle .ones indetinitely, ſceing clic 1t will follow Men 
may deſpiſe ſore of them ? but docs not our Saviour include them 
all in this {pecch, That which was loſt £ How then can you exclude 


any of them, when he faith, He came to ſeek, and to ſave that which - 


was [ of Fe 


. B, 5. Tere not Infants part off them that entered into Covenant with 
} / RM IPS_RY 
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Deat,20.T0,11,12.13, 4nd were not Infuntsengaget by the Seal' of the 


I OLE LCC 32. 
Covenant, Ciremciſion f &Cc, 


Fe T; G, Whether this Covenant, Dert. 29, was not made for ma 


ny before they were born How then covld it be a Covenant for. 
Adnifhon of them to Viſible Church-Memburthip?:- Or &xrc yon fay 
that Tif.ots were by tits Covenant obliecd t6 any Act or UCacti- 
ence in Infancy? And how then does 1t- {uit your Calc? Again, 


Dg 


(49) 
' Do-you think it would be lawful, by this, or any other Law, for 
Chriſtians: to- enter. into a Covenant, Oath, and a Curſe (as the 
Tfraelites did ) that our: Children ſhould be of our Religion ? Or 
are your: Infants bound by your Solemn League and Covenant, to 
be for the Presbyterian way of Religion ? And what ground have we 
to believe that God will eſtabliſh. our Children for his People, as he 
did promiſe to the Children 'of Tſrae! ? i. vc. To be a glorious Nation 
ab.ve all the Nations of the Earth. Can you prove that ſuch Promiſes 
are made to the Chriſtian Church militant? Or doth not Mr. Baxter 
himſelf. ſometimes ſay all that necd be ſaid, or can be rightly ſaid 
| on theſe words, Ero Deus tui & ſeminis 2 It ſufficeth 
Mr.B. Friend ( faith he ) that God will be to them a God of Mer- 
 Accom.p.361. cy, and do for them all that is neccfſary, to pur 
them in ſtatum ſalutis, pro conditione parvulorum. And 
we demand whether God did not thus much for all Infants.in the 
firſt Edition of the Covenant of Grace, which he: conteſſes, is not 
Vain, nor Repealed by God, Did he not do all that was neceſſary 
( to put them into a ſtate of. Salvation ) for the condition of lit- 
tle ones * - " 

If Infants were engaged by Circumciſion ( as you here obſerve ) 
then they were not Viſible Church-Members without it. And then 
doth'it not plainly follow, that Circumcilion. being Repcaled, this 
their. Viſible Chiirch-Memberſhip is Repealed alſo? Or will you ſay 
they remained in Viſible Church-Memberſhip without an Ordinance? and 
{ deſtroy your Maſter-piece, in one Member of it? And let that 
Typical! Memberſhip be accounted (as it was) @ merciful Gift, yet 
when the Antitype made that. Type null, it was a great mercy that 
it cezſed 3. nor ſhall we fail of proof in this caſe, 2 Cor. 5. 16, 17. 
cum multis alliis. | 

]. B. 6. Dareany.of you ſay that God hath Repealed Infants Church= 
. Memberſhip to their hurt in Juſtice *——- Or can you ſay it is in Mercy 
for their good? How can it be a Mercy to takg away a Mercy, except it be 
#9 give a greater Mercy in ſtead of it * &c. | 

Z.,G. Though we might ſay much of the Juſtice of God in Re- 
pealing the Covenant of Circumciſion, and therewith the Infant 
Church-Memberſbip once allowed in the Jewith Church, yet how 
darc you fay thit this was to the hurt of any Perſon, whether In- 
tant or.any other ? But we will abide by. this, that God made this 
Rcpeal in, Mercy,, And how ſhould you not ſce, that to be ſet at 
| | Libcrty, 


(41) | 
Liberty from the Yoke of the Law, and from Circumcifion, which 
made them Debtors to the: whole Law, Gal. 5. 3. was all-done in- 
mercy Atid was it not needful to 'abrogate the#tirſt, "or pld Cove- 


nane,' thar' he might eſtabliſh 'the / new or fetond- Covenant? Tn 
which though we have no particular order to admit Infahts to the Duties 


of this Covenant, yet we are ſufficiently recompenſed, in the afſu- 


rance given us by Chriſt concerning Infants right to the Kingdom of 


Heaven; and his bleſſing | them, without Baptizing them 3 that (©, 
they are as happy whilſt Infants,” as we can delire they ſhould be: 
And is not thisa greater Mercy than the Old Covenant did give to 
any Infant by 'Circumciſton ? As for the Capacity of thoſe who are 
concerned in the Duties of the Second Covenant, is it not exprefly 
thus : That the Law of Chriſt ſhould be put intheir Hearts . and writ- 


ten in their Minds, Heb..$; * And,” 'So God to be their 'God, and they 


}o be bis Peopte;' us knvwing bim, from the leaſt of them to the greateſt? 
And whether tn theſe reſpects any Infant can from Truth or Rea- 
ſon, be faid to be in the New Covenant ? And how then are they 
to be admitted Members of this Viſible Company or Church, ſeeing 
they know not God ? And yet is it not very evident, that the Grace 


_ of the New Covenant extends to them, from our Saviour's Teſti- 


» 


mony.: thitt of fuch is the Kingdom of God ? 
Again, Was not Infarits partaking of the Paſſover, and other 
Sacritices and Rites of the Law, as great Mercics as their being 


circumciſed? 'And yet what Mercies of this kind was given them 


in the taking away of theſe? and yet were they not all taken away 
im Mercy ?'And- whiltt you deccitfally: lay the firefs' of the word 
Mercy, upon your Sprinkling of Infants, do you not invalidate the 


. ſubſtance of thoſe Types, which being come, for the Salvation of 


Infants ( as well as others) is their ſuficient Paſſover , | -thaugh 
they cannot celebrate the memorial of it in Bread and Wine, as the 
Adult onght; and do ? And 'is not the true Jubilee which came 'by 
Chriſt, a ſufficient - Gain in ſtead of the: Fewiſh Farhi!ee, both to the 
Adult and ro Intants, though neither the one nor che other hath 
any 7rbzlee in the nature of an Ordinance in fiead thercet ? Efpe- 


_ cially not Infants, ſecing they know not the ſound of the Goſpel. 


J. B. 7. And is there any Scripture that ſpeaketh of delivering any from 
#913:ſad'eftate ( meaning to'be without hope. ) but Church- Members? 


&eeo10* | 
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(42) oh 

T. G. Will Epheſ 2. 12. prove that no' Infants among: the Gen- 
tiles were ſaved ? Does not that Scripture, Roms. 2.14, 15, 26,27. 
as clcarly- prove- that the.Gentales which had not the Law; andycr; 
did by. Nature fulhl-the Righteouſneſs of: the Law, ſhalt be as much; 
excuſed in the Day of Judgment as the Jews. who\kept the Law ?: 
And do you not here efpouſe that Doctrine, Ort. of the Church. is no 
Salvation ?- Not conſidering, that the Univerſal: Body of Chriſt may com- 
prebend. many that had never the opportunity to. be incorporated into the 
Viſible Company of ſuch. as. worſhip God. in the uſe of . Legal, or Goſpel, 
Inflitmtions, And will you thus dainn all Infants in the World but 
thoſe that are Sprinkled; or. Croſſed by. the Pedo-baptitis? And 
will not the Fext, Ads 2..47. alleged. by you, if compared with 


 AFJ+.5. 14. make againſt you * Seeing thoſe that were added to the 


Church, were not Infants, but Men and Women ? 
| B. 8.1F it be ns benefit to tbe'Cathalich Church to have Infants: kept 


' et of Heaven, nor hurt to the Church, to ſee them.there, . why ſhould it be 


# benefit to the whole Church to have them kept out on Earth.? &c, 

'T. G. If Imight follow your Fancy, I might ask you what hurt it 
will be to the Church, to ſee an Infant of. a poor Indian in Heaven ? 
And why then.do not you admit them here on Earth ? Bur is. it not 
childifh in you to ſuppoſe that any fhall be Infants. when in Heaven ? 
Seeing, according to Auſtin, they are called Infants. A, non fando, be- 
cauſe they cannot ſpeak 3. may we not more rationally believe that 
what is loſt of ſiature, and knowledg by the Sin of Adam, ſhall be 
reftor'd by the Righteouſneſs of Chrilt 2: And are not Infants as fre- 
quently feen in the Aſſemblies of the Baptiſts, as in yours ? And do 
we not. devote them to God. in. our Prayers as well as you ? And 
what do your Infants-partake of- ( except your Tradition of Sprink- 
ling them.) which ours do not as fully enjoy ? Andis it not as great 
a benetit to the Church-todelay the. Baptiſm of. their little ones, as 
to . delay. their. coming tp the Lord's Table? If your. delay make 
them more fit: for- the. ane, does not- ours make them more tit for 


' thecother? If ours die without the one, do not yours, die without 


the other ? What cauſe*then of your.murmuring ? For who caſts Ins 
fants out of the Church? Is not this a. Barbariſm 2 For it they be 
in, we do all we are allowedof God to keep them there, by timely 
IntiruGion, and by imploring God's Blefling tax. them, and\ you. do 
no mcre, only you Croſs, or Sprinkle them ? This & your all,on this you 
build your hope tor your dying Infants. This your Tradition is therefore 

- YOU 
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' your Idol. This is that ſmall parcel of bad Wooll, about which 
you-make this hideous Cry, as if God had no Mercy for poor In- 
ants unleſs this be done 3 Why are you. ſo Imprudent ? EDT 


i  % 
Divis10N HI. 


Concerning Rom. 11. 17. 
\ 


J. B. x. Is it not evident from Rom. 11.17. That only ſome of the 
Branches were broken off from the Church? Therefore the reſt remained in, 
the Gift was not Repealed. Doth nit the Apoſtle ſay it of that Church 
whereof Infants were Members © &C. | | 

T. G. Here you ſeem to hold that the Church in her Legal ſlate, 
-and in her Evangelical-ſftate were both. one, in ſuch a ſenſe, as that 
thethatiby Faith was added to the Chriſtian Church, was not broken off 
from. the Fewiſh. Church: '- Hence I Suery, 

.. Does not Paul. plainly ſhew, Rom. 7. 1. t0 8. That the Chriſtian 
Church was freed from the Law of her former Husband ? When 
therefore ſhe ceaſed to be a Wife, upon the account of the Law, did 
.ſhe not then'ceaſe to» be, a Church on that account, that ſhe might 
now be married-to another, even to Chrift, and ſo bring forth Fruit 
unto God ?: Why then ſhould theſe words | ſome were broken off } 
be underliood, to ſuppoſe that ſome. yet did ftand by God's Ap- 
pointment in the former Church ? Or,is it not evident,that Mens eager- 
neſs to ſtand in the Old Church ( which wow was ceaſed de jare ) was 
the cauſe why they weve rejefied? Again Is it not ſaid of the believing 
Gentiles, That thcy, were grafted in. among the Branches ( to wit, 
the Jews )? (ure this is not meant of the Fews, that ſtood in the Houſe 
of Moſes, or the Old Church-ſtate; but of the Church or Houſe 
which was builded by Chriſt : for Old things were paſſed away, all things 
became New. 6 © oe ns S | 

' Wherefore: now conſider, (ceing the believing Fews themſelves 
_ did not and by. virtue of their Old Church-Memberſhip, that be- 
" Ing now Repealed, Matth. 3.9. Rom. 7. 4,5, 6. whether it be ratj- 
onal to imagin that the Infant Church- Memberſhip ( which was 
of, the. fame. Law ) ſhould yet, remain ? And wherctore do you fo 
boldly fay, ithe believing Parents do remain #n the ſame Church ? 

But further, 1s it ſate by the good Olive, Rom. 11. to underfiand 
| TX the 


lth, 

| EB... 
the Jewiſh Chinch ?” Was tiot Pad willingly broke off from” that 
Chutch,” Phil.:3, that he might be in Chriſt ? Is it mot more fate to 
underſtand the place, of Abraham not 2s a Nataval Fav, - tor forthe 
Gentiles could no more be grafted into him than into, the Jewith 
Church 3 But as a Spirinql Father, into whom as ſuch the Faithful 
were grafted, or rather znto his Seed, in whont all Nations ſhould be 
bleſſed, even Chriſt, the true Vine ? and the Faithful, both Few and 
Gentile, are the Branches anited ro: him.” 

1]. B, 2. Ts it not evident from Rom. 11. 20, That none of the Jews 
were broken off. but for anbelief 210 | no rt A x 7 
 F. 6," And is there ny thing more elears'the'Point;; that this 
breaking off. was not from the Jewiſh Church? for their- unbelict - 
cauſed them to ſtand in that Church? And ſeeing thele two things 
are both evident, that the breaking off here: meant, was by utibe- 
lief, and the ſtanding here meant, is by Faith's -is it not: thence very 
evident that the'poor Infants are not concerd,” either. in this kind 
of breaking off, or this kind 'of ſtanding in the Olive Tree?  Alay, 


poor Souls, what have they done © Have not Infants:a more ſure intereſt 


in Chriſt, than to be jetted into, ot out of him, by the Faith'or 
Unbeliet of Parents? What wife Marr will think 1o-? /And ! what 
need ' have 'we, or any Body eNMe, to talk of the- Inviſible Church, 
it being a thing unknown 'to'Man ? And ſuppoſe 1thir:Qlre Tree be 
eneant of the Vifible Church Chriftian,walking in all' the Commands and 
Ordinances of Chriſt blameleſs 3 yet [ſeeing no Natural Branches 
C as ſuch) do ftand in this Olive Tree, 'bue muſt be grafted in by 
Faith, before they can ſtarid'there 3 Is it ot evident, even hence, 
that no Infant, *mecrly as the Seed of a'Believer, isconcern*d>in 
the Dutics'of this Church} ſeeing the! vety/ Natural Branches: of 
Abraham himſelf, have not that priviledg on that account ? 

J. B. 3. If #t be into their own Olive Tree ( which they were broke off 


from, and of whioh they were Natural Branches }) that #be Jews ſhall be 


engrafted at their recovery (| as Rom. 11. 24.) then how is Gods Ordi- 


 nancefor Tnfant. Church-Memberſhip Repealed,” Ge." thiagh they be 


"Tot reftored to the Moſaical* Lawv, or' Covenant of Phculiarity; but taken 
tt rhe Catholick Church ? - IE DST 0 | 
'T. G. Thoughit be never ſo true that the Ferws 'upon their return 
{hall be grafted into. their own Olive, 'viz. Abrahams as a Spiritual 
Father, and into Chriſtthe Promiſed Sced, in whorn all'Nations are 
Vefſed 3 yer doryou trot here fairly gratte that they ſhall not be grafted 

FT _— into 
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into the Cdyefarit of >Pecubarity,, or- Moſaigal Law ?., And. then 
whether their bringing Infants to the Myſteries - t., Religion ( which 
was:on&main thing Shieh was peculian;to.the, Jewiſh Hate) is not , 
conſequently granted by you. to be now! Repealed, unleſs. you can 
prdye; that the Catholick Church -hath. Command trom, Chriſt to 
bring 4htir-Infants:to the! Myſtexies of 'Religion ? And who ( ex- 
your fclves:). did everiexclude:the.Fews Infants from the Catholick 
Church, viz;the! Afemblythacare-written in Heaven ? But how will 
you prove that the Infants of the Fews, or any dying Infants, are caſt 
out of that Church?) Qr,arenot.al} thoſcrgf.. the Catholick, Church, 
wha are of the\Kirigdom of God. 3iAud. docs. not Chrilt Gate Infants 
there without excepting any ? oe x 
Þ: B. 4. 1s:.it nbt. the ſame Olive or. Church, which the Jews were bro - 

hen .aff from, that. we Gentiles: are, grafted. zuto, 45 Rom, 11,17.19,2 47 
And if heirs udimitted Infants muſt 1ot purs adunit of Infant» Mens 
bens; alſo: 3Seginl 110 ovilcd on) bavorc foo wn 03 2m 24045 hr 
1. G4: Whethier:theChwch was not the, ſame Church. ia all Ages ? 
and yet whether ſhe did:notidiffer in her external oxder by God's Ap- 
poititrnent ?. and; whether this difference was not in the caſe of In- 
fants:beingabobught to; /or left' ungoncern'd in the Rituals of Reli- 
gion,-as;miich as:lin:aty thing, And :{cting you here fay,; She xpgs 
tahen:down'as to accidental Ceremonies 3 1whether, this will not juſtifie 
us-in! not; Baptizing Infants,: as: well-as you in ,not Communicating 
them, feeingi God hath: not-commanded; the one -any more than the 
other? 71-0 T1168 $11 it 21:1 iv) A1LilG 3 £873; 
2 |. B..$- JPaeldia0toClhrift bavt gathered. Jexuſalem ? —- And isit 
likely: thats: woutd +bave:mnchitrched; all: their Infants, i when be would 
have: gatbeied to; him!while Jerulakein; dn the whole Nation £- Matth; 
. 25437, 38, 39. (1910) euch tome: 15 orfs mfg | 

- T, G. Whether it be not evident:we unchurch no Infants, in reſpect 
of their relation40 Salvarion by Chritt, - but only ſay they -ought not 
to be-broughtiro' therServices! of! Goſpel-Ordinances'? And do not 
you your felf 'fay thelfame:\thatwe do; except; your, pretended Bap- 
tiſm ? And'fuppole Thrift: had: gathered all, Zerwſalen,: would not 
he: have gathered themafter the lame manner 2 Would he not have 
gathered them by Preaching, by Repentance,! and by Faith and Bap- 
tilmy which wereocapable of 'theſe ::things ?; But. how. ſhould their 
Iitants be-thus) pathered? Could: he not-have, gathered-their In- 
fancs «if in! the '(ende ofoichis) Text ) without, iPreaching; to them, 
| | without 


rents were rejected'? 


as the Infants of ſix days old in 1ſaet; betore:andLantil it be lawtuli 
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without Faith or Repentance, xequired of 'them'?: And could, and 


would he not have gathered themwithout Baptiſm, as well as with- 
out theſe?” And ſhould not the Infants in 'Feruſalem.and Jude have 
eſcaped the defirnttion -which came upon; them by:the Romans, if 


the Adult had but received" the '/Goſpel ? and'can you think that 


thou; h the Infants ſuffered 'in' that Deſolation of Feruſalem, that 
therefore they were damned with'the unbelieving Fews? And if 
not, were they not {till of the -Catholick Church, though their Pa- 


]. B. 6. Can you frppoſe the Velieving ' Ferws Children ( and ſo the 
Parents in! point of -Comfort )- tobe in a'worſe condition ſince Chriſt than 
*/y were before £ KC. ? Yith 2 TBg2S 2 

T. G. Was not Enoch, Seth, and Noah'ifwhen Infants ) as happy 
though not Circumciſed, -or brought to- any; Ricual'in the. 'Church, 
as--1ſ2ac, Facob, *&c. were" in their Intancy, though'Circamciſed'?. 
And have we not as much ground to believe our Infants as' happy' 
( though not Baptized')' as any-Infant-of.the Faithfat'in the O1d 
World? And\ did not Awgrſtine think Infants as miſerable it they 
died without the-Lord's - Supper, 'as you think them to be._if they 


dic without being Croſſed or Sprinkled 2 And yet do not you: be- 


lieve he-was deceived? And are we- not'as' juftifiable coibelieve that: 
you arc alfo deceived ?: Isit not as:needful.torfeed upon Chriſtin the 
holy Supper, as to 'put 'on; Chriftan- holy Baptifin ? Gan you have 


comfort concerning your-Infants'in the want: 'of .the one; and muſt 


we have none con-erning our Infants in the want of the other ? 
And what is now become-of the Covenant of' Grace,.'Gep. 3. 15. 
if Infants-can have no-berefit by it, bution :the condition 'of ther: 
Parents works of bringing them-into. the Churchby. your Tradition, 
as you ſuggelt in the latter part of this Query ? IP: $57 
J. B. 7. If theChurch be not in a worſe ſtate now—— will it not fol- 


low that or Children ought tobe admitted Church: Members ? &<. : 


* T.G. Whether: this be-not:a falſe ſuggeſtion which keeps. .com+ 


-pany with molt of your:Queries 3 viz; That: all Infants which are 


not brought to ſome Rite or Ceremony; 'areput out-of the Church ? 
Were the Infants of fix days old in 1jrael put out of: the Church ? 
Did not thouſands.of Infants die before they were admitted to Cir- 
cumciſfion ? And if they were in the Church betore; it were-Jawtul. 
coi Circumciſe them, * why may not ours be. ini'thq Ghurch,! as well 


to 


"* wy "*y - 9 I 
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co Baptize them?! May wenot do well,,to aurizre and fit-them for: 


Baptiſm, as they nyrſed and: fitted ther for, Circumciſion ? And 
what though our Work may ;require, mare Years than they thcirs 


did Days3 yet we making all the ſpeed that God requires,. are we 
not a5,exculable as:they ? And, what though ſome of; our-CMdren 
die before. they. can. be fitted. tor Baptiſm? Did not ſome of theirs 
dic before they could be fitted for Cixcumcition ? And why may not 
we have comtort in our diſappointments by Death, as well as they 
when ſo diſappointed ? And ſuppoſe our Children retute to be Bap- 
tized when; they. come to underſtanding, and will not be fitted tor 
it by all that. we'can do? what comfort would it be to have had them 
$prinkled in their Infancy, when now we find them reject Faith and 
Repentance, the moſt ſubſtantial parts of true Baptiſm ? 

J.B. 9. If the Children of Believers now be put out of the Church, are 
they not in a worſe condition than \the. very Children of the Gentiles were 
before the coming of Chriſt ? | | | 

T. G. Do you not abuſe the World to talk at this rate, as if either 


gGod, or we put Infants out of the Church, when the only Quelit- 


on is' about their admiſſion to ſich. or ſuch Duties of Religion ? * 
Wherein yet you do the ſame, #7 many caſes ( as I have ſhewed ) 
which. we do in the caſe of Baptiſm. . And it any have in the heats- 
of Diſputation, zbſolutely denied Infants to be of the. Church, yet you 
know: their ſence is only to deny yorr way of making them Church- Mem- 


' bers: Not but that they all afſert Infants to be of the Body of Chritt, 


of. the number of the ſaved, and ſo. of the Church. And 1. here 
aſſert they are of | the Viſghle Ghureh, heeauſe by the Word of God, decla- 
red to be accepted\of God, to the Grace af. Life through Chriſt, But we- 
put-no Infants out of the Church. For.cxample, 1-have had many 
Children ( for which T give thanks 10 God )) : 4s. ſoon as he gives them to - 
me, I do by Prayer to God devote, and heartily commit them to him ; and 
by his Grace I do my beſt to teach them the Knowledg and Fear of God, 
as they grow wh, and (1 bleſy God with his ſucceſs ) that all that yet 
are capable, have been- Baptized. ; And now - wherein am T to be charged © 


for putting my Children out of the-Church ? And if T be Tnnocent ( as 


I know I am.in this ) then Thope;thi Churches of the ſame Faith are as 
excuſable.,: And whether, if there were faithful Miniſters of Chritt 


In every.Peziſh,. it. might not be a more likely way to. bring .Souts 
_ to true-Chriftianity, to-inſiruct. the Children,twice or thrice a Week 
( eſpecially, ſuch Children whoſe Parents cannot inſtruct them”) as 


{oon.. 


00) 
ſoon as they could Jet, And G6 to! fie'them” for Baptiſm than to 
run to'the-Minifter with them to be Baptized'intheir Infancy! when 


God knows, ncither the Thfants, Prieſts; nor 'thewParents, know 


what, they do? +} JEN 095 J! 013 = 00 _ SOT, þ =_ 
JT. B. 9. Was not the Covenant, Deuti 29, 10, ST, 1214 a Cove. 


nant of Grate 'as ditin from the*' Daw Þ which mas Repenled'? How 


then # 'it, or Infants Chirch-Memberſhipi, grounded on it; Repealed ? 
eel nr ECQIQETD 1 AVID Sed ; 


7.6. Sceing this Covenant, 'Dtzr.!29.50bliged the Iſraclites to 
the wholc Law, ab left them under 'the Curſe of the! Law if they 
kept, it tot as appcars by reading Dem; 29. and oth! Chaprers , 
will'it hot follow that all the parts of this Covenant was not of rhe 
Covcnant of Grace? Indeed fore things repeated } or exprefſed 


here, might pertain to the Covenant of Grace, But What-then ?.. 


Why Infants Church-Metmberfhip; ay you, is' grounded "apon: it, 
And. I pray, who dcnies that, by the Covenant of Grace” Infants 
are Members of Chriſt, of his Body; or the Univerſal Churci ?- Bur 
what then ? mult they therefore be bronght to the Rites'and Ceremo- 
nics of the Chutch, viſibly profefling the Worſhip of God, in all 
Ages, as much as in any Age ? This indeed is'your falſe Inference, 
and with this you delude your felf and others” And how Jongwill 
it be, cre you make the Covenant, , Dext. 29. and 30: agree with that 
which you quote out"of Rom. 10. Heb. 10. in all Points ? And if 
they differ in any thing, why may it not be 1n this, the one admi:- 
ted Ir.fants to Circiyncition, and other Rites of the Law 3 the _ 
oy brings thoſe that know the Lord by* the word of Faith, betng in 
cheir Heart and Vourh, *to- partake of Tnttitutforis 6b the Goſpel? 

EB. 10. IF Tufcnts then were entered —— Members by that Circum- 
ciſion, which was 2 Seal of the Righteouſneſs of Faith 3 —— How comes 
that Church- Memberſhip to be Repealed ? pie: 

T. G. Not to contend with'you whether Circymcition was a Scal 
of the Rightcoufncſs of Faith't6 any that *had* nor 'the® Faith", of 
Abraham ( though, plain Truth, and all'good* Reaton Teens to bc 
full againſt, you ) yet t5 concelFa"little to ſee che moſt you''can ſay, 
how do. you prove that none were Church-Members before they were 
Circumciſed? And how was Abraham admitted a Memberof the 


Church by Circumcition ? Was he not a Mermberof* the Church” be- 


fore, he was Circuiic Ted ?* Was fior 1ja't6'a 'Membcr of the'Chuxch 
beiorc he was cight Day3'old ? Were they nor Cretmmciſed-becauſe 
| _ God 


(49). 
God had taken them into a Church-Covenant, rather. than to entcr 
them into 2 Church-Covenant? And is it not therefore faid, Gen. 
17. 14, That ſuch Men: children as were not! Circumciſed, ſhould 
be.cut off from'his People, becauſetthey had broken the Covenant ? 
And is'it not plain then that theſe Children were already in Cove= 
nant, and of. the Church ? clfe they could not be cat off. . And yet 
whether any thing here threatncd, concern the Eternal State of In- 
fants? Shall we think that God would damn them © Hell, beezute 
their Parents neglected ro Circuniciſc. them ? Or is'it like a Cove- 
nant of Grace .tq make ſuch a Ceremony fo abſolutely neceſſary to 
the Salvation of Intanrs? Now (ccing Infants were not made Men- 
*bers of the Church ( much leſs-of Heaven.) by Circurycition, what 
necd we aſſert the Repeal .of their Memberſhip in the Church ( as 


- 2 if -contaits the' whole Pcoplc of God ) but the Rep-al of Circum- 
"FF" PAY 4 WALSH CORTE Br KE £ 

' cition is cvident, and there-withal they are. freed from any Obliga- 
# tion to. the Dutics of Religian, 'unlels it. can, be ſhewed that Go! 


hath' appointed the contrary, which" never yct could be ſhewed. 
Thus it we give you all tlie advantagc-imaginable, yer nothing ac- 
cxues £0 your Cauile trom®this intiance ot .Circumcition, till you can 
ſhew Authority trom God to .Baptize. Intants, as plain as thcy had 


to Circumciſe Intants: For docs not one of yotir own 


Way tell us, That Cireumeifonjs a fine Hiſtorical Argu- My. Brooks. 
ment to illuſtrate a Point well proved befores but ir not 

this that wherein you always. fail ? i,c. to prove bv-plain Scripture 
what you promiſed ? =. SOT 

]. B. 11. If the Law of Infant Church-Memherſhip, wats no part »f 
the Ceremonial, or meetly Judicial Law, nov! yet of the Law of Works, 
how can you ſay it s Repealed, ſeeing no'other laws ave Repealed © &c, 

T. G. Whegher .theſe words | The Law of Infant Church» Mem- 
berſhip ] be a lawful Speech ? : And by what Law, will you make it 
good'?, But «( not. to contend about words )) it by Law, you mcan 
the Covenant ot Grace made with lapſed Adam, Gen. 3.15. Then 
whether we do not aſſcrt it to be.in- torce, more tully than-you do ? 
But.it you mean any other Covenant ſave this, ( for the often: repe- 
tition of it makes it not another Covenant): then weſay, it is your 
duty to aflign or ſhew that Law,or Covenantzand we will conſider it, 


. mean, while take notice, That, for the Repeal of that temporary Order 
- One uſed to. admit Infants to Ceremonies. in, Religion, 1s ſhewed (and gene= 


rally grated Jig be repealedin; the Repeal pf © 1rcxemcifion,and no Tuſtitztion 


(3 * or 


| (50) — 
or Ceremony ( ſince the Repeal ) ordained for Infants 3 and this is the 
Point in queftion, Why, then go you about to wheedle us with a noiſc 
of words, of 2 Law of Infant Chaurch-Memberſhip unrepealed ? A Lays, 
&C, z#nrepealed 5 And whether you or Mr, Baxter either, can in the 
tight of your own Conſcicnces fay, that you well, undcrfiand what 
you fay ? | 7 

And here I ſhall advertiſe the Reader, that as the remainder of the ©uc- 
ries we are to reckon with, are leſs ſpecious than theſe we have examined, 
ſo let it be remembred, That we have granted, and do now once more aſſert, 
that hy virtue of the Covenant of Grace made with fallen Adam, and all 


' Mankind in him, Infants ſtand in a ſtate of Grace, publiſhed ( by God 


bimſelf ) to Man, ſs that they are viſibly in a ſtate of Salvation , nor will 
God break this Covenant, it is unalterahle, for be is faithful, Infants do 
not tranſgreſs agatnſt it, therefore they ſtand in this Covenant, This Cove- 
nant was and is the Church-Covenant nw confirmed by Chrijt, the faith- 
ful Witneſs of it : And by this Covenant Infants are Members of his Uni- 
verſal Church, his Body, that ſhall be ſaved. In the time of the Law 
when this Covenznt was much Vailed, or hid under Shadows, Rom. 16, 
25, 26. God ww pleaſed to admit Trfants to ſundry of the Carnal Or- 
dinances of the Law; but. now the Myſtery of the Goſpel being diſplayed 
to all Nations, and the Worſhip. of the Goſpel being beightned to a- very $pi- 
ritual Nature, Gpd bath not engaged Infants in theſe Services, as he did 
in the time of the Law, Our Adverſary thinks otherwiſe > this is our 


Difference - try ſeriouſly, and judg righteouſly. 
Drvis:.on IV. 
About Infants: wviſble Church-Memberſhip. 


JB. 1. Ts it not clear that there is an Univerſal viſible Church, and 
that every one that is:a; Member of a particular Church,” is alſo a Member 
of the Univerſal ? And'that the Jews Infants were Members of the Uni- 
verſal, and that this Univerſal'is not difſolved * Now muſt nct be that will 
effirm, the whole ſpecies of Infants are caſt out of the Univerſal viſible 
Church, prove it well * | | WG: = 

T. G. Whether this Query be not grounded'on meer Fancies® for 
though they that are Metmbers' of a particulat Church, 'are 'Members | 
of the Univerſal Chiirch 3 yet dare youfay,' or think;\thatnone are 
Members 


(51) 
Mcmbers of the Univerſal, which are not alſo Members of a parti- 
cular Church ? Is not this the Dream with which you are Infatuated, 
to hold the Damnation of all Infants, yea, of all Perſons who are 
not Members of ſome. particular Church ? And where do you find 
that Intants are caſt out of the Univerſal Church, .if they are not Bap- 
tized? 1is-the Univerſal Church no larger than the Number; of the 
Baptized ? Can you think that the Uacircumcilcd Intant was caſt out 
of the Univerſal Church? Suppoſe they were negleded till the 109, 
20th, or 40th day, &c. will you imagine them to be the Subjects of 
the Devil? What ftirange conceits have you of God? It's true, the 
Uncircumciſcd were cut off from the particular Society of the Fews, 
but d'd that Socicty conliitute the Univerf, Church? Were none 
( what not an Infant in all the. World ) in a viſible ftate of Salva- 
tion, EXccpt thoſe in that Socicty ? Me-thinks Rom. 2. well conti- 
dered, ſhould teach you to think othcrwiſe. And what is now be- 
come of the Covenant of Grace. it Infants be ſo liable to be calt out 
ot the Univerſal Church as you-ſupgeli ? But why do you call thc 
Univerſal Church Vifib'c ? 1s not this a vitible Miliake ? And whe- 
ther the latter part of this Query be pertinenrc, unleſs it be againſt 
your (elt? For it the removal « t Perſons, whicther [ntantsor others, 
out”of a particular Church, be no ſound Argument that they are re- 
movcd out ot the Univerſal Church : then ſecing the viſible Frotcfſors 
of the Truth in this World, are but: a'part ( and perhaps no, very 
oreat part ) of the Univcrſal Church, may not Infants remain in 
the Univerſal Church, though not incorporated, or imbedicd with 
any particular Church practizing the Ordinances of God ? 

J. B. 2. Is not that falſe Doctrine which\ makes the « hi'dren of the 
Faithful to be in as had, or a worſe conditton than the Curſe, Deur, 28. 
32, 41. doth make the C tuldren of | Covenant- breakers to be in © &c, 

T7. G. Is not this an injurious ſuxmiſe? As it none were bleſſed 
in the Fruit of th:ir Body but you, whoſc Intants are Crofſcd or 
Sprinkled ? But who puts Infants wut of the whole Vitible Church ? 
Lo we notimaintain the Church- Mcmbarſhip of Intants as tar as 
Scripture will bear it? Firlt, Ey the Covenant of Grace made with 
all Mankind, and now contun:ed by. Chriſt by whom they are blcf- 
{{d. and pronounccd. to be of the Kingdom ot God., 2, Accord- 
ing to the Law or Coverant of Circurrcition,/ during the term of the 
Law, tH Faith. came, ;or till, the timejot Retormation. | 
]. B.. 3.\ Poth. not \the. Poirine which puts Infants out of the Viſible 

PS ne _ Church 


SS 

Fo. OO EE 
Chureh of Chrift, leave them in the viſible Kingdom of the Devil 7 &c, © 

T.G. Is not this a Diabolical ſfurmiſe ? Are any Infants of the vi- 
ſible Kingdom of the Devil? Are your Infants of the viſible King 
dom of the Devil. till you Sprinkle them?* Did not Chritt declare 
them tobe of the Kingdom of God, when: yer not one Infant that 
we read'of was Baptized * Arid what if your Croffmy or Sprinkling 
prove no true Baptiſm, will'it not tollow from this your injurious 
DoARrinc, that all 'your Infants are of the Kingdom of the Devil ? 
Arc any of the. viſible Kingdom ot the Devil till they ſubmit to his 
Delutions ? and 'can you charge Infants with this ? Be aſhamed, O 
ye Presbyierians | of this. Dn 

]. 2. 4. And pill you leave us no found grounded hope of the Tuſtifica- 
tion, or Salvation, of any dying Infants in the World ? &c. 

T. G. Isnot this Query. a meer fooliſh out-cry ? How plainly do 
you hcrc damn all. Intants that are not Sprinklcd ? Is not this the 
only cauſe of all this Clamour? What Doctrine can be more miſ- 
chievous than this ?- LE 6: 

JB 5. What a full plain Text js that,x Cor. 7.14. Are the Children 
of Believers holy in ſtate ? then ought they not to be 'admitted viſible 
Church- Members £ | 

T.G. How fully and plainly docs Heb. 13. 2. explain this place, 
1 Cor. 7. 14. Is not Marriage honourable among al Men, and the 
Marriage-bcd undetiled ?: And isnot that which is undetiled holy in 
fate? And is not the unbeliever ſanctihed in-this ftate, 1 Cor. 7.14 ? 
Ye who but. Mcn willing to be deceived, will ſay they ought there- 
fore to be Baptized ? And are not the Children theretore faid to be 
holy, becauſe the Unbeliever fis ſandtihcd' to, or by the: Believer ? 
And how then. can that Holineſs be any other than Matrimonial ? 
And does not Eraſmus in his Paraphraſe, give this very cxpolition on 


' this Text? And docs not Auſtin tell you, That whatſoever this 


Holineſs is, 1 Cor. 7. 14. yet i is not'off power to make Chriſtians, or 


remit Sins? And why do you grudg that all Infants, procreated ac- 


cording, to God's Ordinance, ſhould be holy? See 'Mzlachz 2. 15. 
Doth not Diedate on'the Text ſay plainly, That God's chief ' end in 
this proceeding; | to wit, in ordaining Marriage ] was, that the Poſte- 
rity might be. Sanfified, being born in chaſte Wedlock; according to his Ap- 


' pointment, whereas it 1s defiled by-all manner of unlawful ConjunCions. 


J. B.. 6. When it is ſaid, Mark 10.14. Of ſuch is the Kingdom 
of God, Whether this be not more, than they may' be viſible Church-Mem- 
bers © Cc. | : 1. G. 


(93) 
T7. G, Whether we do! not readily conſent to all that is ſaid Mark 
19, 14. concerning Infants ? do we not grant they are viſibly. ftated 
in a gracious Right to the Kingdom of God ? And if this be, more 
than toſay, Let them come to Baptiſm 3 Is it not. morealſo than to 
ſay, Let ther come to the Lord*s Table? And, js :it not very,conli- 
derable, thar theugh three Evangclitts mention theſe- Infants, yet 
none of them ſo much as hints that thcy were Baptized ? And whey 
theſe words, ſuffer them to” come to me, will not be a beitcr' plea tor 
us in the Day of Judgment, in devoting ourintants to God by Pray- 
cr in the Namc ot Chrilt, than tor you, in going ſo much beyond the 
Text, as to Crofs or Sprinkle them, without the. leaſt ground, trom 
this, or any place of Scripture ? And whether this your preſumption, 
be not the real cauſe of our differences in Religion ? = 


Divis1o 8 V. 
About the Texts objeed againſt the Pedo-bapti) £4) 


B. 1, If theſe Texts, Rom. 9. $. -— Ephcſ., 2.3. be objected. To 
the firſt Text : What is it the Apoſtle mainly drives at, but that Men are 
not therefore ſaved becauſe they are Abraham's carna! $ ed? —— And to 
Ephcſ. 2. 3. What though weare by Nature Children of Wrath, ROMO it 
follow that we may 19t be otherwiſe by Grace © &c, 

-T.G. Sceing you hcre grant that Men ( but you muſt mean In- 
fants alſo ) are not ſaved becauſe they are Abraham's Natural Secd, 
and that you difputc not- the certainty ot their Salvation, but only 
their Church-Membaihip!z Have you not mcerly trificd all - this 
while ? Sccing now here is no ſound ground it ſeems from their 
Church-Membcrthip to prove them ſaved ? And ſeeing none, as _— 
are Abraham's Sced according to the Fleſh , are cither favcd , 
Members of the Church, fo as to partake of Ordinances; is it _ 
firanze that you ſhould prefer your Carnal-Sccd before his ?: 

But how arc Infants Children.of Wrath in the fence,of Epheſe2.3. 
otherwiſe than with reſpec to that Condemnation which-came by 
Adam # And is not that made void by Chriit, Rom. 5 ? We readily 
therefore conſent, that Intants arc otherwiſe by Grace. 

J. B, 2. If you objet that Infants are not capable,of the ends of Bap- 
tiſm': To this, though hag are not: capabie i every benefit of Bap= 


tſm, n— 
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tiſhr,—— yet are they not capable of the principal ends ? Mey it not be a 
LE Sipn ? &C. 

T. G, Here you grant that Infants are not capable of every bene- 

fit of Baptiſm, nor can you prove them capable of all che. benetits 


Which you align: For how are Intants capable of receiving Baptiſm 


asa-Tifting Sign ? Ought there not to be a ftrce conſent on the part 


_ bf him that is Litted'?- Or do you not rather preſs poor Intants ( a- 


Painft their will, as appears by their rctitting you what they can ) 
then truly Lit them? Or how do they engage to be God's People, 
or' take Chrilt to be their Lord ( as you feign )? arc not theſe meer 
Flourtſhes,' and confuted by all Experience? And do not you con- 
fute your {elt, when you tell us here that they underſtand none of theſe 
things ? And what benefit of Baptiſt are Infants capable of, - more 
than they are capable of the benctits of the Lord's Table ? It Re- 
miftion ot Sin be held torth in the one, 1s. it not held torth in the 
other? And will you narrow up Remillion of Sin to your way of 
Baptiſm ? And muii we fiill be orcercd by Bonds and Leaſes to trani- 
at Goſpc! MyRerics? Do you think to prevail by theſe Fancics ? 

J. B. 3. And may it not be Operative by its ſignification as ſoon as the 

Child comes to the uſe of Reaſen £ And in the mean time, as his|Intereſt is, 


rhon the condition of the Parents Faith, — ſos may nat the Parent þ.we 
he tHinal comfort of it, —— as of a Leaſt that aſſureth an Eſtate to his 
of; hid © CC. 


F. G. It ſeems then Baptiſm operates not by its ſignihcation, till 
the Child comes to Reaſon, and you will not ſay 1t operates by the 
Work wrought ? Why then cannot you let the Child ttay till he 
havc the uſe of Reaſon ? And-is it not abſurd in you to tay, that 
vour Sprinkling, afſurcs the Parent of Heaven tor his:lotaur, as a 
Lc:tc affires him of an Etiate? And why then did ybu tell us it was 
not the certainty of Salvation which you diſputed tor ? What lirange 
comfort co you give Parcnts concerning their Intants? Would any 
Parcnt value ſuch a Lcaſe:/as only names his Child, bur gives no 
certain right to the Inhcritance* Nay, 'tor ought he knows, the 
LJtare 1 is more- certain to one that is not named in the Leaſe ( for 
112t's the true Import of your holding ſome dying Infants are damned): 
bur what a wretched Interelt-do you give the 'Child ; whnllt it retis 
von the condition of the Father's Faith? Poor Child! it thy Fa- 
ther's Faith be falſe (as many. are Corrupt in that caſe ). or if hc tall 
{pom the Faith ( as many do.) what is then bcoome' of thy Interelt ? 
Ip May 


1 CEE) | 
Mzy not -ycu, as Augutine, before you be truly called, Durus Pater 
Tnfantium ? ; gf =: 
- You ſapgeſt as if the Child's Baptiſm will operate as ſoon” as it 
comes to the uſe of Reaſon 3 but that is falſe by all Experience: he 
mult have better means than your Sprinkling, or he ſhall never. be a 
Chrittian. You urge the Sinleſrneſs of Chriſt, But ſuppoſe your In- 
fants were as Sinlcfs as he, would that intitle them to Baptifnv?: I 
dare ſay you would hold-it an Argument to the contrary. And 
what though Chriſt was not buried with Chriſt in Baptiſm £ Yet is that 
a Warrant for you to Baptize thoſe that cannot be buricd with Cnrift 
in Baptiſm? And whether would your Fancics lead us at Ja(t, thould 
we admit your Argumentation in other Caſes ? 

]. B. 4. If you obje, How'can an Infant covenant with God, or be 
engaged by this Sign *—— To this, if only the Aged are capable of En- 
 gagzement, may you not thence conclude that no Infant was ever circamci= 

ſed ? But may not that bi the Childs ation Morally, or in a L awsſence, 
which is only the Fathers aftion Phyſically * As when a Man puts his Childs 
name into a Leaſe ? &c, 

T. G. Whether you do not hcre grant the circumciſed vers aa 
' not covenant with God properly but in a Law-ſence ? And do ave 
not grant this becauſe there-was a Law for'it ? There was alſo once 
a Law for the Cireumcifi n of Trees, Lev. 19.23. | Take away bis forc- 
Shin, which is bis Fruit, Ital. Trarſl, | Now ſhew us your Law for. 
your Modcof admitting Members, viz. Sprinkling of Infants, and 
we will diſpute no farther. And would you not 'count us very--un- 
wiſe, if weſhouM Baptize our Trees, becauſe the Jews did Ciroume- 
ciſe theirs? And then why may not we count you as unwiſe to Bap- 
tize Infants, becauſe the Fews did Circumciſe Infants ? But what 
Book of God taught you ;this tine diſtinction. viz. That my Bape 
tiſim muſt be anothers aft Phyſically, and. mine Morally ?' And let this 
Fancy run, and what Ordinance can you deny an” Infant which his 
Father may perform Phyſically ? i, e. AS he' may put. his Childs name 
into a Leaſe, which is the thing you reter us to, to underRand your 
diſtinction by. 0 

]. B. 5. Another common Obje@ion is, If Infants muſt be Baptized, why 
may they not as well receive the Lord's Supper? To which, -may not the very 
external nature of the Sacraments ſatisfie you ? &C. 

T. G. Why do you not fee your/Fr:or ?' Does not Dr. Taylor tell 
you, 1he Wit off Man is not able to ſhew ( in this caſe .)-a pai" 
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theſe Ordinances ? And are not little Children as: capable to receive a 
ſmall quantity of .Bread and Wine, as to be Baptized ? And did not 
iren admit them to both for five or. fix hundred Years together? 
Noecs not. the [Apoſtle ſay of the whole Church who were engaged 
in the Chriftian Worſhip, I7'e are one Body and one Bread, even us we 
all partakers of that one Bread ? 1 Cor-10, And night not any Man 
argue as tirongly trom hence for Infant Communion,as you from any 
wothcr Text tor Tatant, Baptiſm? And does not God's requiring Re- 
pentance of every one that 45 to be Baptized, As 24 37, 39, rc- 
finain Baptiſm to ſuch, as'1 Cor. 11. rctirains the Supper: to ſuch 


* as:\EXamine themſelves? And does not your Inftance ot a Burgcſs- 


Infant make againtt you, whillt you conteſs he 1s not born to Trade 
an his Iatancy ? . Why then ſhould Infants Trade. in the Myticrics ot 
the Goſpel, though born to the Grace of Lite, held forth ro Man- 
kind io the Goſpcl ? i. Ce, 

F. B. 6. It bath been objected, That if it bethe will of God that 11- 
farts ſhould be Baptized, it 4s ſtrange that he hath left it ſo dark? Ty 
which, 'will you not grant that ali Church- Members muſt he admittcd by 
Baptiſm *. 6c. | F ; 
,.;T, G; Dare you ſay that all that are under the. benefit of the Cove. 
nant of Grace matt be Baptized? And yet-are, not all ſuch of the 
Univerſal Church? Are none of the Intants of the Fews of the King- 
dom: of God 3 and. yet you will ſay they mult be Baptizca ? Is it not 
as plain that all Church-Members mutt cat. and drink at the Lord's 
Table, as that they are all. to be Baptized? Does. not Chri{t ſay. 
Drink, ye all this * Does not Paul lay, We being map)', are onc Body,— 
for we are all partakers of. that, Bread © Let Intants thcz bc never fg 
truly of the Church, as ſhe contains the whole Body of Cirifi, yer 
axe they:not of that Body which are bound to. put on Chrift in Bap- 
tiſtn,. and, to continue 'ſtedfaſtly in the Apoſtles Dofrine, in breakang of 
Bread.and Prayers. And whether the remainder of this Query hath 
got been confidered betore 2? | Gs 

J- B. 7. Another. Objetion 1s, The evil conſequences of Infant-Bay= 
tiſm, as groſs Ignorance much occaſioned ty it, To which, 1. Ts nit the 
Lord Feſis bimſelfgthe occaſion of the ruine and damnation of Multitudes? 
Luke 2.34. 2. Can you ſhew what there is in the nature of the thing 
that ſhmld be hurtful to any ? &c © 1 OY 
. 7. G. Is not that of, very evil. Conſequence, that naturally tends, 
to deprive all Men of the ſacerd Ordinance of Goa, the Baptiſm of 
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Repentance for the Remiſſion of Sin ? Can you deviſe any way ſo natu- 
rl, to fill the Church with Unregenerated Perſons? And is not 
this 2 great evil, when God hath ordained the New Birth, as necct- 
ſary to Meme: hip in his Goſfel- Church . ? Do you not evidently turn 
things uptide down ? And contradict our *av! our, Fobn 3.3.5. and 
his Apoli ic, Gal. 3.26. Andis not this evil? !s ir not evil to {peak 
2 word in the Naine of the Lord which he never coffimanded ? How 
dare you then f{uy, you Baptize an Intant in the Name of the Lord, 
when you cannot but know vou ſpeak talfly in his Name and can 
thew no Authority trom Heaven tor Baptizing infants, It you did the 
thing indeed ? Suppoſe any thould bring Intants to the Lord's Table, 
what evil can you thew us in the nature off the thing, that we cannot 
as well ſhew you in the nature of your Croſſing 97 Sprinkling. ? Ard 
how darc you Crack it up to be more ſolc mn, than our way of Bap- 
tizing Repenting Belicvers.? Do we deny any tobe preſent when we 
Laptize, that are fit to be pretent? And wi hy do you count the Foot- 
iicps of Chriti and his Flock immodett, in corpariton of vour own 
Tradition ? But more of your linmodeſ Y anon. 

J. B. Ir God would have Infants to be Church-Members, and (5 en- 
tered by baptiſm, are not all thefe Objecitons againit God, ant: 1 a Carping 
at bis Way ? 

T.G. Whether this be not an idle Query ? And ſccing it does not 
appear that it is the Will of God that Intants ſhould be admitted: to 
the Church protetling the Goſpcl, by Baptiſm 3 are not you cvident=- 
ly the Men that carp at the People of God, and complain becauſe 
Men will not lay atide the Command of God, and obferve your 
Fancics and Traditions ? 


Diviston VI. 
About deferrivg or dela ing Infant iſm, 


J. B. 1. Where do you fi; a one word of Precept or Example in all the 


Bible, for the deferring the Baptiſm of auy Child of a Chriſtian till Jears 


of Diſcretion * Should you not bring ſome Scripture for your Way ? &c. 
T. G. Whether it bz not vain in you to tax of our delaying Bap= 
tiſm, when we take the hrft tender of any. Perſon C unleſs we have 
jult cauſe to the contrary ) to difpence that facred Ordinance ? Does 
| not 


w» 
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not DELAY ſuppoſe a preſent capacity and obligation for Duty, 
and then to put it off? But what Scripture have you to Baptize 
Members of the Church, and then to delay their othcr Duties and 
Privileges for 15 or 16 Years ? And what Precept or Example have 
you to Baptize Perſons when they are aſleep? ( As,your Intants of- 
tenare when you Sprinkle them ) And who taught you to Baptize 
Perſons per force, whether they will or no? As: that is your common 
. practice : As is contefled, when we are told by Auſtin, That Infants 
do ſtrive againſt Baptiſm with great Crying. 

J. B. 2. Is not your Way inconſiſtent with obedience to the Rule ? Ts it 
not Chriſt's Rule that Perſons ſhall be Baptized without delay when they 
are firſt made Diſciples £ Doth qt this appear, Mat.28, 19, 20, —. 
How can you Baptize ( any ) when they are firſt made Diſciples , unleſs 
it be in their Infancy ? '&C. 7 

T, G. Why do you not come forth, and make ſome one Infant 
( at lealt ) a Diſciple, according to Mat. 28.19 ? Would not ſuch a 
thing, done by you, do more to decide this Controverſy, than a 
thouſand Queries ? I require you to come to the Teft here, or elfe 
may we not juſtly count you vain Talkers, and cfpecially you of the 
Presbyterians > who whiltt you boaſt more of making Infants Diſci- 
ples than other Pedo-baptiſts, yet you do no more than they, that 
is juſt nothing ? And why do you ſuggeſt that we cannot tell when 
a Perſon is firlt made a Diſciple ? Did the Apoſiles know this or not ? 
And why may not others know this as well as they ? Seeing they 
judged not in this caſe by immediate Revelation, but by Perſons glad- 
ly receiving their' Doctrine, Ads 2.40,41. And how can you tel! 
when an Infant is firſt made a Diſciple ? Are you not athamed to 
pretend to know with eaſe, what 1s not to be known at all, that 
ſo you might make all Men ignorant of that they ought to know ? 

Þ B. 3. Would not this Pradtice of yours neceſſarily fill the Church 
with perpetual Contentions, as being about a Matter that cannot be deteys 
mined by any known Rule £ &c. 5 

7. G. May I not be confident, that it is hard for any Man to que- 
ry more indiſcretly than he that formed this Query ? But, Sir, we 
axe ſure your Practice hath filled the World with Contention, both 

in former and latter Ages ; your Biſhops could not agree on what Day 
to Baptize Infants, you cannot tell us the Day, He that ſhould not 
be Baptized, zill you Miniſters agree this Point, by one Voice, ſhonld 
he eyer be Baptized ? Asfor us, we have a known Rule to walk by, 
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and that is, to Baptize them the ſame day they are Converted, if they 
reject it not. As 2.41. Then they that gladly received the Word were 
Baptized; and the ſame day was added nnto them about three thouſand 
Sorls, Yetit may be thought that the noble Bereans were longer 
about it, becauſe they ſearched the Scriptares daily, to ſee whether things 
' were ſo, Yet who ( but fuch as feed on Fanctes ) would imagine 
the time whcn they were to be Baptized, could not be determined 
by any known Rulc ? And why? Forſooth, becauſe they came gra- 
dually to the knowledg of the Truth, fpciiatum admiſſi, 8c. 

J. B. 4. When you pretend to ground your praGiiceon Mat. 28. 19,20,— 
would not your DoGrineturn Baptiſm ( for moſt part ) out of the Churches 
of the Saints ? For according to you, only they that ave made Diſciples by 
Miniſterial Teaching, direcily ſhould be Baptized, &c. 

T. G. Whether this your talk of directly, indirectly, and remotely 
diſcipling the Seed in the Parent, be not plain Barbariſms rather 
than the Simplicity of the Goſpel? And that cunning Crattineſs 
whereby you deceive your Admirers? And whether fuch your indt- 
re doings have not turned holy Baptiſm tor the moli part out of the 
World ? But do you not err, to ſuggeſt that ve would have none 
made Diſciples; but by immediate Minittcrial Inſtruction ? Does not 
Mat. 253. 19, 20. thew that Miniſters are to teach thoſe whom they 
have diſcipled, to obſcrve the things which Chriſt commanded his 
Apoltles? and is there not liberty ſufhicient here for every one to fpread 
the knowledg of the Goſpel as he is able, in his Family, or elſe- 
where, as God gives him opportunity? And is It not a great thame 
that you ſhould thus forge an Opinion to be ours which we never 
owned, and then to quibble upon it as youdo ? I protcls I am atha- 
med to rcade you in this, and many of theſe your umprudena Que- 
riesz which I cannot perceive to have any defign but to throw {tum- 
bling Blocks in the way of Chriſtians generally, and to make vers 


queſtion almoſt every thing. 
Division VII 
About the manner of Þaftizing. 


J. B. 1. Yonr ordinary pradiice of Baptizing by Dipping over Head in 
cold Water. ( which you uſe 4s neceſſary ) is it not a breach of the Sixth 


Gommandment, Thou ſhalt not kill? &c, : 
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T. G. Is not this Query blaſphemous ? In that it reproacheth the 
Footſteps of God's. Anointed ? Was not Chritt Baptizcd of Fohn into 
Fordan? ( So the Greek reads it ) Was not that cold Water? fee- 
ing lie was'Baptized in the Winter ſeaſon z tor he was born aboit Mid- 

. WINLCT, and Baptized when he began to be about thirty Lears of 4ige, 
muſt it not then be about the ſame time ot #Yinters Is there any Form 
of Baptiſm: neccfiary ? Or hath God lett that to you, 79 7vent pphat * 
Form you will © May we not bettcr follow Chritt 5 Form than yours? 
Did not Chrift know rightly how to be Baprizec 5 Wili not your 
Way admit of as many Forms of Baptiſm.as there are parts In a Mans 
Body ? And thould any urge the ſame part tobe the titteft part to be 
Baptized, which! was tormerly Circumcitcd, migat not a Man that 

would {irain his Wits and Conſcience, give as probable Arguments 

ior that, as you do forthe fubje& of Baptiſm,  whilit you reaſon. 

trom Circurncition,? Do you not boldly our-tace the Holy Ghott by 

your Sprinkling, Fomn 3. where he tells us the Kkcaton why Fob 

Baptized in Enum, was, becauſe there was much Water * And why 
went Philip and the Exmnuch both down into the Water, it your Crol- . 
ling and Sprinkling were a due Form of Baptizing ? Does not Dio. 
date ( and many of your Learnzd Men ) tell us, that ( Rom.6.4, ) 

baptiſm was 42 Dipping in WW, atergaccording to the ancient Ceremony? Were | 
the ancient Chrittians Murtherers ? Vv hen will you bluth at your de- 
{perate Vanitics? ;jNay, do not you grant that Dipping was the ufe 
of the Church in Scripturc-times, only you ask us whether zt-was con- 
ftantly uſed £ But it you lay incontiancy to their Charge, ſhould you 
not prove it ? Does your Inſtance of the Jaylor prove it? Or do not 

you ſhew that yoy rcade that place with blind Eyes? tle you will 
find they went out of bis Houſe even at Midnight, to celebrate holy 
Bapiiſms tor 1s it not plainly {aid,That when he and all his were Bap- 
tizcd, that be brought them into his Howfe, and ſet Meat before them? And 
yet, had they not becn in bis Houle bctorc. to Preach to him and to all 

that were in bis Houſe # And can any plzcec be, more full azain(t your 
childith Sprinkling ? And whcther Mr. Fiſher. and Mr. Tombs hath 
not ſufficiently anſwered your trivolous Quibbles about the quantity 

of Bread and Wind in the holy Table ? --:nd alſo your Quirk about 

warm Water to Baptizein? And fccing by the courſe ot Providence 

Watcr is warm in the Summer, in compariſon of what it 1s in Win- 
ter, how Thould it! bc a Sin to Baptize in warm Water? And that 
God which ordain'd Water for our nouriſhment as Men, allows us to 
| ulc 
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uſe it warm or cold, as may be moſt healthfal and convenient. And 
why ſhould we think it unlawful to ule itfo in the Sacrament of Bap- 
tiſm it necclity x<quire it, as in an extreme Froſt perhaps it may ? 
And ſo in reipcct of the weaknel(sof the Subject , is here any change 
of the Ordivance ? And will not Mat. 12.7. T1 will have Mercy and. 
not Sacrifice, better detend fuch an innocent Practice, than your ab- 
ſud alic;2iion of the Ordinance ? | 

I. B. 2. Is it not a breach of the Seventh Commandment, Thou ſhalt 
not commit Adultery, to Dip Perſons naked, or next to naked ® &c, 

T. G. Is not this alſo a tooliſh and blaſphemous Query ?. Is not 
the having one Garment on only next tonaked? And yet may tit not 
* . be d«ccnt cnouvh to be Baptized in one Garment ? But why do you, 

{o baſely ſugycit that it is our practice to Baptize naked ? Is not our 
conltant Practice known to. be otherwiſe ? Are not both Men and 
Women attired in decent Garments among us when Baptized ? Why 
do you thus ungraciouſly Scandalize an Innocent Pcople ? Will you 
not ceaſe to pervert the right Ways of the Lord And to make his. 
Ordinance contemptible as your Fellows did, Mal.1.6.7 ? Yea, this- 
Reproach hath been by your means, O ye Prieſts; And let me in- 
treat you to lay it to Heart. 'And are you not more perverfe ſtill in 
the remaindcr of your zQuery ? As if the Dipping Perſons cloathed, 
would deſtroy our Argument for waſhing the whole Body * What is this? 
You grant Dipping was uſed in the Scripture-times, ſure they were 
Dippcd' cither with Clothes, or without them: And is tt not ſaid of 
them that their Hearts were ſprinkled from an evil Conſcience, and theiy 
Bodies waſhed with pure Water, Heb. 10. 22, Now what (hall we ſay 
to your ungodly Dxery ? Tt will not permit. us to be Baptized by Dip-- 
ping ( as.you grant it was uſed in Scripture-times ) neither with 
Clothcs nor without, So then, nothing but yourJCroſting or 
Sprinkling can pleaſe you. How true is the Provab Some Ma 
are much in love with their own Fancies, 

]. B. 3. What fruit of theſe things * How many of you that inſtead 
of labouring after the winning of Souls from Sin to God, make it your 
main ſcope to, propagate your Opinion £ &C. | 

T. G. Whether this Qnery be not Hypocriticai ? As if the buſincls 
of your Hundreds of Queries did not ſpeak you to be as tond of your 
Opinion as any other ? Or as if the winning Souls from the Errors 
whercin you have entangled them, and by-which you 1194, 
An 


them againſt plain Truth, were not a winning Souls © God ?: 
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(62) 
have not you compelled us to defend what we hold? And do 
now blame us for ſpending time to unmask your Falacies ? For my 
own: part, I could have been glad to have forborn this Labour : But | 
what did you publiſh your Queries tor? Was it that you might bear 
it high againſt the Truth, and that no Man ſhould examine them? 
And is not your intolerable CaJumnies againſt what we profeſs, and 
your immoderate tickling for Pedo-rantiſm, the cauſe of thoſe Di- 
{trations ( at leaſt in part ) which you would charge us with? As 
for Prayer in Familics, if there be no finful Impolitions and Forma- * - 
lities, whith of us are Enemies to Family Devotions? And are not 
you as ſtrait in this as other Men ? Would you have more Unity with 
us? This you pretend. But then cafe your Heats tor things really 
| diſputable, as Mr. Baxter confeſſes Intant-Baptiſm to 
Mr. B, Def. be: Tea, faith he, I know 7t to be 2 very difficult Point, — 
Prin. Lo. ' and many Prelatifts have maintained that it is not deter- 
P- 7 mined in Scripture, You may be ſure therefore, you  : 
ſhall not hector us into your Opinion, by calling us 
-Murtherers and Adulterers,meecrly becauſe of our Baptiſm.And who 
that is wiſe would take ſuch couries for Union with Difſenting Chri- 
{tians ? Sure this will keep us from your Communion. 

J. B. 4.. Whether it beat all credible that Satan would be ſo charitable 
#0 Believers Tnfants, as to plead for their Priviledges, or would be a Pro- 
pagater of Chriſt's Kingdom? &&c.- 

T. G. Wretched Charity ! Is this Charity to damn hundreds of Ig- 
fants, that you may plead for one? Was not Argwſtine as Charitable 
in pleading for Infants Communion, as you are in pleading, for their 
Baptiſm ? Were not the falſe Apoſtles (in their own Opinion ) as 
Charitable as the beft of you all for Infants, when they would-have 
- had them Circumciſed ? For ſay they, except ye be Circurmcifed at- 
ter the manner of Moſes, ye cannot be ſaved. And fay youleſs, ex- 
cept Intants be Baptized -( as they were Circumcifed under the Law) 

there is no ſound ground of Hope concerning any dying Infant in 
the World ? But in good carneft, whether we or you, be really and 
indeed the moit charitable to Infants, let him that reades theſe Books 
impartially, jadg? And how -your practice of Pedo-baptiſm hath 
propagated Chriſt's, Kingdom, may ve ſadly ſeen among the Papiſt s, 
where yet Pedo-baptiſm is more common than with you ?- And how 
his Kingly Government is oppoſed by your withſtanding his Counſel 
againit your ſclves, 'is too evident. Men have a knack to mo 

: | riſt's 


( 63:) 
Chriſt's Kingdom, when it is their own that they lirive to ſet up : 
and 'twill be well if you do it ignorantly.” | \  —- 

J. B. 5. IFhereas we tell Sinners of the heinous aggravation of their 
Sins, as committed after Baptiſm, —- Whether you that make Infant- 
Baptiſm a Nallity, dare undertake to bear the burthen of that Aggrava= 
tion for them £ &c. 

T. G. Whether you deceive them not in telling them they are 
Baptized, when they arenot ? Yet how dare you charge us for going 
about to extenuate any Sin, at any time, more than your ſelyes ? 
And whether does not Mr. B. himſelf make Infant-Baptifin a Nullity? 
When he faith to the Adult (notwithftanding their Infant-Beptiſm) 
They were never ſtriftly nor comfortably in Covenant with Chriſt, till they 
freely conſent 3 and ( faith he) it was never a match till now, And 
:then is not this the fit time to Seal the Covenant (as you ſpeak) 3 for 
he Gaith, their Infant-Covenant will not now. ſerve, Saints Everlaſting 
Reſt, P. 178, 162. 

, B, 6. Whether it ſhould not tie heavy on tender Conſciences,to add to 
God's Word, holding the Repeal of the Ordinance of Infant Church-Mem- 
berſhip? —- How doleful is it that any Chriſtians ſhould be ſo zealous to 
diſpute their Childyen out of Chriſt's Church, — and whether they may 
not have as many thanks from Chrift, as the Diſciples had for keeping ſuch 

om bim 2 | | | 
t T. G. Whether this be not the great evil ot Mr. B. to add to God's 
Word, telling the World he has given plain Scripture-proof for In- 
fant Church-Memberſhip and Baptiſm, when in truth there is not one 
word for their being admitted Church-Members by Baptiſm ? And 
whether we do not ſufficiently evince, that we diſpute no Infant out 
of the Church of Chriſt, though we deny them to be admitted by 
Baptiſm? And wherein the Chriſtian Man's Infants have a bleſſing in 
the timely Dedicatiori of them to God ( as far as the Chriſtian hath 
allowance from Chriſt, to bring them to him ) which others have 
not who are born of thoſe that know not God, have we not like- 
wiſe ſhewed in our firſt Book, and now alſo in this ? And whether 
( for all this Noiſe ) Mr. B. does not make Infant Church-Mcmber- 
ſhip a meer Trifle, leſs they be ſprinkled, when that*s all the cauſe of 
the Cry, that they have no ſound grounded hope concerning them z and that 
for this cauſe they are ſuppoſed to be left in the Kingdom of the Devil 2 
And whether Chriſt will give Mr, Baxter more thanks for THUS 
diſputing unbaptized Infants oxt of Heaven, than he gaye to wm_ 
OP 
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for diſputing, Infants out of Life Ezernal, becauſe they were not Coprs- 
municated with at the Lord's? Table. And whether it be not a good wiſh* 
that Mr. Baxter (may ſee his Mittake in the former, as 'tis {uppoſcd 
\(C by ſome ).that Anjtin ſaw his Mittake in the latter? 


The Concluſon. 
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Oraſmuch as Mr. Baxter ( and from him Mr. 7. B. ) have deli- 
vercd a very modeſt Propolal, for more Concord among Chritti- 
ans whodiffer about the Point'ot Infant-Baptiſm, by which it feems 
to me, that notwithRanding the ſeverity of their Querics, and their 
ſtiffneſs in fighting tor the Point of Infant-Baptiſm, with ſuch in- 
tentneſs-3 yet this is more tolerus fee what ( they conceive ) may 
be faid, then what they believe, - is neceſſary to: be ſaid in that caſe, I 
will. therefore {er down the faid Propoſal, and. intreat all my Friends 
that differ from them, in the Point in Controvcriic, to take it into 
conſideration, being lotiy at 'preſent to give.an Anſwer to. it, bc- 
cauſe it isa matter of moment, and common Concern. 
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Mr, Þ's. "Propoſal. | 


FO Hatif you won!d be contented your ſelves to ſatisfie your own 
KL Conſciences tobe Rebaptized, -as one that doubted whether he 
were well Married, would ſecure it by being Married over again [ or 
.as one that doubted his Ordination , would be Ordain'd again | and 
would afterwards live peaccably ih Communion with your Brethren, 
and not appropriate Church-Communion to your own Set: And if 
y ou would not deny our Infants-Church-Memberſhip, and only de- 
ferred the Baptiſnil Inveltiture,. for the more {olemn Inauguration 
- and Obligation : Though 1 ſhould not be of your mind, I would 
live in as loving torbearance and Communion with you, as with  - 
other Chrittians, | | 
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